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I-IOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
/ 

::1\foKDA.Y, Feb1--uary 9, 1925 

The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered 

the following prayer : 

The Lord God who gives us life replete with blessings, do 
Thou give us hearts replete with gratitude and fill them with 
Thy Spirit. Be gracious with us in our sins and impress us 
with the peace and with the happiness of the upper and the better 
way. Adapt Thy wisdom to our weakness, Thy knowledge to 
our ignorance, and Thy mercy to our failures. Send Thy 
richest blessing upon this whole company like an impartial 
sunlight. Be the guest of every fireside, the Great Physician 
to every famfly, the guide to every pathway, and the Divine 
Comforter to all. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceeclings of Saturday last was read 
and appro\ed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Cra\en, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed with amendments the 
bill (H. R. 5726) to amend the act of Congress of March 3, 
1921, entitled "An act to amend . ection 3 of the act of Congress 
of June 28, 1906, entitled 'An act of Congress for the di\ision 
of the lands and funds of the Osage Indians in Oklahoma, and 
for other purposes.' " 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed 
bill of the following title, in which the concurrence of the 
House of Representatives was requested: · 

S. 4056. An act to provide for an additional district judge 
for the western district of Michigan. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the House of 
Representatives to the bill (S. 555) for the relief of Blattmann 
& Co. 

The message also announced that the Senate in isted upon 
its amendments to the bill (H. R. 9343) authorizing the 
adjudication of claims of the Chippewa Indians of Minne.'ota 
disagreed to by the House of Representatives, had agreed to 
the conference asked by the House on· the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. HARRELD, Mr. 
CURTIS, and Ur. AsHURST as the conferees on the part of the 
Senate. 

The message also announced that the Senate insisted upon 
its action and amendments to the amendment of the Hou e of 
Representatives to the bill ( S. 876) to provide for the disposi
tion of bonuses, rentals, and royalties received under the pro
visions of the act of Congress entitled "An act to promote the 
mining of coal, phosphate, oil, oil shale, gas, and sodium on 
the public domain," approved February 25, 1920, from un
allotted lands in Executive order Indian reservations, and for 
other purposes, disagreed to by the House of Representatives, 
hao agreed to the conference asked by the House on the dis
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and had ordered 
that ~Ir. HARRELD, Mr. McNARY, and Mr. AsHURST act as the 
conferees on the part of the Senate. 

ENHOLLED BILLS SIGNED 

Mr. ROSENBLOOM, from the Committee on Em·olled Bills, 
reported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills 
of the following titles, when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 466. An act to amend section 90 of the Judicial Code 
of the United States, approved March 3, 1911, so as to change 
the time of holding certain term of the District Court of 
1\fississi ppi ; 

II. R. 4971. An act to amend the act entitled "An act to pro
vide that the United States shall aid the States in the con
struction of rural post roads, and for other purposes," approved 
July 11, 1916, as amended and supplemented, and for other 
purposes; 

H. R. 11282. An act to authorize an increase in the limits of 
co t of certain naval vessels ; 

H. R. 7144l An act to relinquish to the city Qf Battle Creek, 
Mich., all right, title, and intere t of the United States in two 
un~m·veyed islands iri the Kalamazoo River ; 

H. R. 11367. An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
county of Allegheny, in the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, to 
construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the Monon
gahela River at or near its junction with the Allegheny River 
1n the city of Pittsburgh, in the county of Allegheny, in the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania; and 

S. G55. An act for the relief of Blattmann & Co~ 

ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL 

Mr. ROSENBLOOM, from the Committee on Enrolled BillS 
reported that this day they had presented to the President of 
the United States, for his approval, the following bills: 

H. R. 5197. An act to amend section 71 of the Judicial Code, 
as amended ; -

H. R. 5558. An act to authorize the incorporated town of 
Juneau, Alaska, to issue bonds in any sum not exceeding 
$60,000 for the purpose of improving the sewerage system of 
the town; 

H. R. 10404. An act making appropriations for the Depart
ment of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1926, 
and for other purposes ; and 

H. R.10528. An act to refund taxes paid on distilled spirits 
in certain cases. 

BRIDGE ACROSS WABASH RIVER AT VINCENNES, I TD. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of S. 3722, to authorize the county 
of Knox, State of Indiana, and the county of Lawrence, State 
of Illinois, to construct a bridge across the Wabash Ri\er at 
the city of Vincennes, Knox County, Ind. · 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani
mous consent for the present consideration of a Senate bill 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that this is an emer

gency measure and for that reason has recognized the gentle
man. Is there objection to the present consideration of the 
bill? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows : 
Be it e-nacted, etc., That the county of Knox, State of Indiana and 

county of Lawrence, State of Illinois, are hereby authorized to' con
struct, maintain, and operate a bridge and approaches thereto aero s 
the Wabash River, from a point in the city of Vincennes, Knox County, 
Ind., to a point in Lawrence County, in the State of Illlnois, at a 
point suitable to the interests of navigation in accordance with the 
provisions of the act entitled "An act to regulate the c<111struction of 
bridges over navigable waters," approved March 23, 1906. 

SEc. 2. The right to .alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby ex
pressly reserved. 

Mr. GREENWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offe.r !ill amend
ment, which I have taken up with Senator WATso~. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Amendment offered by Mr. GREENWOOD: Page 1, line S, strike out 

the words "county o! Knox," and in the same line strike out "c<'anty 
of Lawrence," and insert the word " the." 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend· 
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The question is now on the third reading 

of the bilL 
The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read th& 

third time, and passed. 
The title of the bill was amended to read as follows: ".A bill 

to authorize the State of Indiana and the State of Illinois to 
construct a bridge across the Wabash River at the city gf Vin
cennes, Knox County, Ind." 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA BUSINESS 

Mr. ZIIIL:MAN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House reROl\e 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the consideration of District business. Pending that, 
I would like to a k unanimous consent, inasmuch as the first 
three bills to be taken up were unanimously reported by the 
committee, that general debate on those three bills be lim
ited to one hour, one half to be controlled by myself and 
the other half to be controlled by the gentleman from Texas 
[l\Ir. BLANTON]. 

Mr. CllAMTON. l\Ir. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
will the gentleman state what the bills are? 

Mr. ZIHLMAN. I will say to the gentleman from Michigan 
that the first bill is a bill regulating the sale of milk in the 
District of Columbia, the second is a bill creating a board of 
general welfare in the District of Columbia, and the thil·d is a 
bill providing for the elimination of the dangerous crossing at 
Lamond Street, in the Dish·ict of Columbia. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I think, Mr. Speaker, that those are mat
ters of more or less importance, especially one or two of them, 
and I shall have to object to that request. 

l\11~. BLAl~TON. Regular order, Mr. Speaker 1 

' 
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Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that 

there is no quorum present. 
Mr. ZIHLMAN. Will the gentleman from Michigan with~ 

draw his point of order so that I may make another motion? 
1\lr. CRAMTON. I withdl·aw it for the present. 
1\lr. ZIHLMAN. 1\Ir. Speaker, I withdraw my motion, and I 

move that the House 1·esolve itself into the Committee of the 
·whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration 
of the bill ( S. 2803) regulating the sale of milk in the Dis~ 
trict of Columbia. Pending that motion, I ask unanimous 
consent that debate be limited to one hom', one-half to be 
controlled by tlle gentleman from Texas [Mr. BLANTO~] and 
one-half by myself. 

'l'he SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland asks unani~ 
mous consent that debate be limited to one hom·, one-half to 
ue controlled by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BLANTON] and 
one-half by himself. Is there objection? 

Mr. Lll"'KFORD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
may I inquire when we shall probably take up the bill for the 
regulation of traffic in the District of Columbia? 

Mr. ZIHLl\lAN. I will say to the gentleman that the bill is 
not yet on the calendar. It has been reported, but I find it is 
not on the calendar. 

1\fr. BLANTON. It will be in .about two weeks. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
1\lr. LANKFORD. I!"'urther 1·eserving the l'ight to object, I 

would like to ask the gentleman from Maryland whether or 
not the House will have an opportunity to discuss the bill fully 
when it does come up? 

Mr. ZIHLMAN. Yes; the House will have the opportunity 
to fully discuss the measure. 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
which I do not anticipate I shall, the general welfare board 
bill is a matte1,· of g1·eat importance. Is it tlle idea of the 
gentleman to cut short general debate on that measure or will 
there be full opportunity for debate? 

1\lr: ZIHLMAN. I will say to the gentleman from 1\lichigan, 
speaking for myself, that I will gi\e full opportunity for debate 
when that bill is reached. 

Mr. CRAMTON. I want the gentleman to be able to speak 
for more than himself; I want him to speak for the com~ 
mittee. . 

Mr. ZIHLM.AN. I will say to the gentleman that the pend~ 
ing motion, of course, relates to the milk bill. 

Mr. CRAMTON. That is very true. I am not concerned 
about debate on the first measure, but I do not want the 
gentleman to make a motion cutting short debate on the 
next bill. 

1\Ir. LINTHICUM. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of no 
quorum. . 

'.rhe SPEAKER. It is clear there is no quorum present. 
Mr. LONGWORTH. 1\Ir. Speaker, I move a call of the 

House. 
A call of the House was ordered. 
The Clerk called the roll, when the following 1\fembers failed 

to answer to their names : 
[Roll No. 56] 

Anderson Favrot Logan 
Ayns Fish McFadden 
Barkley Frear McKenzie 
Berger Fredericks McLeod 
Black, N.Y. Gallivan ~1cNulty 
Bloom Gifford Mead 
Britten Gilbert Michaelson 
Buckley Glatfelter Miller,. Ill. 
Carter · Goldsi.Jorough Mills 
Casey Graham Minahan 
Celler Griest Moore, Ill. 
Clark, Fla. Griffin Morin 
Clarke, N.Y. Haugen Nelson, Wis. 
Cleary Hawes • Newton, 1\Io. 
Cole, Ohi0o Huddleston Newton, ~finn. 
Collins liumphreys O'Brien 
Connolly, Pa. .Johnson, W.Va. O'Connell, N.Y. 
Corning Kelly O'Connor, N.Y. 
Croll Kendall Oliver, N. Y. 
Cullen Kent Paige 
Cummings IGndred Perkins 
Curry Kunz Perlman 
Davey . Langley Phillips 
Dempsey Larson, Minn. Porter 
Dominick Lea, Calif. Quayle 
Edmonds Lee, Ga. Reed, Ark. 
Evans, Iowa Lindsay Reed, W.Va . . 

Roach 
Rogers, Mass. 
Rogers, N. H. 
Rouse 
Sanders, Ind. 
Sanders, N. Y. 
Schafer 
Schall 
Sears, Nebr. 
Sproul, Ill. 
S tr·ong, Pa. 
Sullivan 
'l'ague 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Thomas, Okla. 
Treadway 
Tydings 
Vare 
Ward, N. Y, 
Weller 
Welsh 
Wertz 
Wilson, Ind. 
Winslow 
W(}lff 

The SPEAKER. Three hundred and twenty-five Members 
have answered to their names; a quorum is present. 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with 
further proceedings under the call. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
There was no objection. 
The doors were opened. 

SALE OF MILK IN THE DISTRICT ·oF COLUMBIA 
Mr. ZIHL!IAN. Mr. Speaker, I renew my motion that the 

House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the consideration of the bill ( S. 2803) 
to regulate within the District of Columbia the sale of milk, 
cream, and iee cream, and for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to. 
.Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 

the Whole House on the state of the Union for the considera:.. 
tion of the bill S. 2803, with Mr. CHrNDBLOM in the chair. ·, 

1\fr. ZIHLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent tha"t 
the fu·st read.ing of the bill be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland asks 
unanimous consent that the fu·st reading of the bill be dis'~ 
pensed with. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
1\ir. ZIHLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield fi\e minutes to the 

gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. LAMPERT]. 
Mr. LAl\lPERT. Mr. Chairman, for se\eral years many who 

have given most thought to the subject have believed that there 
should be regulations to insure and place beyond doubt the 
milk, cream, and dairy products generally "hich are disposed 
of and used in the District of Columbia. Legislation for that 
purpose has received and now has the support of the District 
authorities, includ.ing the able health officer of the District. 
The pending bill, the main features of which were embodied in 
the measure introduced in the House in the first session of the 
present Congress, has passed the Senate and now awaits action 
here. The House committee has recommended the approval of 
the bill, with one or two slight amendments which do not 
modify it in any substantial way, and will offer one or two 
other similar amendments so as to make its meaning entirely 
clear. 

The bill, should it become a law, will not injure or prejudice 
any legitimate interests, but will guarantee the people of the 
District against the probability of risking the use of unwhole
some milk or milk products of any description. To this end it 
will enlarge, but ·not in any unfair or drastic manner, the 
authority of the health officer. While the bill is lengthy, it is 
not in any degree radical. I may say in passing, when it was 
considered in the Senate it had the active support of Senator 
CoPF.L.AND, who is recognized. as one of the best informed public~ 
health workers in the country. 

It also had the support of Senator GLAss, of Virginia, who 
is himself engaged in the dairy business as an owner of a 
herd of high quality. The b:ll met with no opposition in the 
Senate. It has the unanimous support of the District Com
mittee, and up to the time of its being reported no opposition 
to it had developed, as is stated in the report. 

Any lengthy discussion is unnecessary and would s·mply 
serve to waste the valuable time of , the House. I can do no 
better than refer to the report, which exp.lains the general 
purpose of the bill and its various sections, and in addition 
ask that the Clerk read in my time a letter of commendation 
which I have received from the D :strict health officer. 

In addition to what I have said, I may further state that 
the general subject to which the bill relates has been very 
thoroughly considered by subcommittees of the District Com
mittee, where all of those were heard who desired to present 
their views, and has been as laboriously and carefully consid~ 
ered as any measure which the D istrict Committee has pre~ 
sented to the House. 

I ask unanimous consent, 1\Ir. Chairman, that the letter of 
the health officer of the District be read by tlle Clerk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks 
unanimous consent that the letter from the health officer of 
the District of Columbia be read by the Clerk. Is there ob~ 
jection? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows : 

COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 

Ron. FLORIA~ LAMPERT, 

ll.EALTH DEPARTME::-IT, 

Washington, February 4, 1925. 

House of Representatives, Wa-shington, D. C. 

MY DEAR MR. LAMPERT: The activities of the health department 
of this District in its efforts to provide a safe and wholesome milk 
supply for its people are regulated by ''an act to regulate the sale 
of milk in the DistJ:ict of Columbia, ~nd for other purposes," approved 
March 2, 1895. 

Since the enactment of this legislation many important changes and 
improvements in the methods of the production and handling of the 
milk supply of large cities have taken ,place. In oruer to keep paco 
with these modern methods the health department realized some 

1 
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time ago the need for new legislation on the subject, and therefore 
prepared a bill which, it Is believed, would meet the situation. 

This bill, which was submitted to the commissioners and approved 
by them, was at their request introduced April 1, 1920, In the House 
of Representatives during the second session of the Sixty-sixth Con
gress by the Hon. CARL MAPES, the then chairman of the House Dis
trict Committee. Hearings on this blll were subsequently held, but 
the measure failed to get before the House for action during that 
session of Congress. At the time the hearings on this bill were held 
quite a little opposition developed on the part of the milk producers 
as well as the local distrlbuters. 

Notwithstanding this opposition, the blll was again introduced at 
the first session of the Sixty-seventh Congress, and the subcommittee 
appointed for the purpose conducted extensive hearings on the blll; 
and while the committee at the conclusion of the hearings made a 
favorable report on the measure, it again falled to come before the 
House fDr action during that session o! Congress. 

In the meantime a number of conferences were held between the 
health officer, the milk producers, and dlstributers and a compromise 
was reached. The language of the original bill was modified to meet 
some of the objections which had been made against it, and 1t was 
again introduced in the first session of the Slxty-elghth Congress in 
both the Senate and In the House of Representatives. No further 
hearings, however, were held on the subject; and on J"une 3, 1924, the 
blll, after being amended ln certain particulars, was passed by the 
Senate. This blll as It p.assed the Senate has been considered by the 
House Dlstrict Committee and, with one or two minor amendments, 
was favorably reported to the House fDr action. 

The general purpose of the bill is to insure a supply o! pure and 
wholesome milk and certain milk products for sale and use in tho 
District of Columbia. Briefly, the. measure provides that only milk 
and cream produced or sold in this District shall come from dairy 
herds that are tuberculin tested annually to demonstrate their free
dom from tuberculosis. 

It establishes a standard of milk and cream which may be produced 
or sold in this District. 

It providea that permits to ship milk into the District of Columbia 
or to be produced or handled therein shall be renewable annually. 

Under the provisions of the bill the health officer is authorized to 
suspend any permit when, in his opinion, the public health is endan
gered by an unwholesome milk supply. 

The bill exempts from its operation the shipping of milk or cream 
into the District of Columbia solely tor manufacture into lee cream, 
but provides that all such milk. or cream must meet the specifications 
of an authorized milk :!ommission ot. a State board of health. 

The health officer, with the approval of the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia, Is empowered to make rules and regulations 
from time to time to carry out the purposes of the act. 

All milk wagons engaged in the transportation of milk or cream in 
this District must have the name of the owner painted legibly thereon. 

The bill also provides that all containers of skimmed or recon
structed milk or cream shall be labeled in such manner as to plainly 
indicate the exact nature of Its content. 

All cases of communicable disease and all suspected cases of such 
diseases occurring on any dairy farm licensed to ship milk into the 
District of Columbia must be promptly reported to the health officer 
of the District. 

The bill also defines the meaning of "milk," "cream," "pasteurized 
milk," "raw milk,u "cel'tified milk," "reconstructed milk," "skimmed 
milk," and " lee cream." 

The sale of all milk, cream, or lee cream which does not comply with 
the definitions described in the act Is prohibited in this District. 

The health officer is authorized under the provisions of the bill to 
make rules and regula1;ions governing the pa.steurlzatlon o! all milk 
and cream sold or offered for sale in the District of Columbia. 

The inteclerence with the health officer or any o! his duly appointed 
representatives in the performance of the duties imposed upon them 
under the provisions of the act is prohibited under penalty. 

Dlstributers of all milk and cream sold in the District of Columbia 
must keep posted in their places of business the names of persons 
from whom milk or cream is being received by them. 

Dlstrlbuters of milk or cream in the District of Columbia are pro
hibited from receiving any milk or cream from any person until such 
distributer has first ascertained from the health department that such 
person ls licensed to send or bring milk or cream into said District. 

Certain penalties are prescribed in the bill for violations of the 
provisions of the act. 

This blll has the approval of the authorities of the District of Co
lombia, and its enactment into law will, it is believed, secure for the 
citizens of thia District a pure, clean, and wholesome mUk supply. 
It is a well-recognized fact that milk is the most important of all our 
food products, and its purity and wholesomeness ls essential ln safe
guarding the public health, more especially the children and invalids 
who so largely depend upon it :tor their nourlshment. 

I am -not advised of any serious opposition to the bill In its present 
form, and know of no reason why- it should not receive the favorable 
action of Congress, which I trust it may do when the measure comes up 
for final consideration. 

Very sincerely, 
W. C. FOWLEll, M.D., Health 0/!icer. 

Mr. BLANTON. M.r. Chairman, I ask recognition as a mem
ber of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas is recog
nized. 
· Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I think this bill is a fairly 
good one and should be passed. It has been suggested that 
there should be offered, on page 3, line 10, a new proviso re
quiring all milk that is retailed to consumers in the District 
of Columbia to be pasteurized except when otherwise pre
scribed by a physician. 

l\1r. RANKIN. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BLANTON. Yes. 
Mr. RANKIN. I am not a medical man, but as I understand 

it, pasteurized milk is heated to about 140 degrees. 
Mr. BLANTON. And then cooled to a certain temperature. 
Mr. RANKIN. For general purposes would not that be a 

bad proposition? 
Mr. BLANTON. One of our leading health officers has 

stated that proper pasteurization is a safe and sanitary way to 
handle milk. 

There is some di.frerence of opinion as to pasteurization re
moving certain vitamines, or whatever you may call them out 
of the milk, and some doctors would prefer for certain patients 
that the milk be not pasteurized, and where they can control 
the handling of the milk from the time it comes from the cow 
until it reaches the consumer, that is all right, but doctors do 
not control the thousands and thousands of gallons of milk 
that go to the poor children of the city. 

Mr. LAZARO. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. BLANTON. I yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. LAZARO. How would that compare with similar laws 

throughout the United States? 
Mr. BLANTON. Some of the large cities in the United 

States comparable with Washington require milk to be pas
teuriz.ed is my understandin~ 

Mr. WATKINS. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BLANTON. Yes . . 
Mr. WATKINS. Why not have the milk which is pasteur

ized labeled as such and the milk that is raw milk labeled as 
such, and then you can get what you want? Having been 
raised on a farm, the gentleman knows. that there is nothing 
better in the world than raw milk. Many people want pasteur
ized milk for babies; but why not have that which is pasteur
ized labeled as such, so that when you want it you will know 
exactly what you are getting. It seems to me absurd to have 
all milk sold in the District of Columbia pasteurized. 

Mr. BLANTON. I will state to my friend from Oregon that 
having been raised on the farm and having seen a great many 
cows palled on the farm for quite a number of years, I would 
prefer the milk I drink here to be pasteurized. 

Mr. RANKIN. Will the gentleman yield for a suggestion? 
Mr. BLANTON. Yes. 
1\Ir. RANKIN. Pasteurization changes the taste and the 

flavor of milk to a great extent. 
Mr. BLANTON. I doubt tl1at, where properly pasteurized. 
Mr. RANKIN. I will tell the gentleman how I know that. 

I happened to be one of the victims here who buys pasteurized 
milk to feed our baby, and I have drunk some of it, and I can 
tell the gentleman that it changes the taste of the milk to such 
an extent that it is hardly palatable for a grown person. It 
makes you feel as if you were in a hospital. 

Mr. BLANTON. I buy pasteurizeq milk in Washington for 
my children, and they prefer it to any other kind. I want to say 
that it will keep sweeter for from 24 to 48 liours longer than 
milk that is not pastemized. 

1\Ir. WATKINS. The gentleman can get all the pasteurized 
milk he wants and not force everyone to buy it. Some people 
do not want pasteurized milk and they have to pay more. 

Mr. BLANTON. In some cities they notify the people tO' boil 
their water. Why? To make it pure. Whenever you pasteurize 
milk and bring it up to a certain heat, you remove certain im
purities from it. If I am not right let my distinguished phy
sician friend from Louisiana [Mr. LAzARo] say so. Whenever 
you pasteurize milk to a certain heat, and then put it th.rough 
the cooling process afterwards, certain germs are removed from 
the milk. It is for the benefit of the many little children o:t 
Washington who have no access to the doctors that I am think• 
tng 0~ . . 
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Mr. LAZARO. Why do you not move to amend to have the 

milk labeled, so that those who want pasteurized milk can 
get it, and those who do not can have it without pasteurizing? 

Mr. BLANTON. If my distinguished medical friend will pre
vare an amendment I will adopt it without ever rea<.ling it, 
because I know he will prepare a proper amendment. 

1\Ir. LAZARO. I think that should have been done in com
mittee. Is not the gentleman a member of the committee? 

1\Ir. BLANTON. I do not know .anything about germs, I do 
not know anything about the proper prepru·ation ot milk; I am 
only acting upon what medical advice has been given me; we 
have to follow the medical men whether right or wrong. I fol
low the medical men in medical matters, I follow lawyers in 
legal matters, I follow dentists in dental matters. 

1\Ir. LAZARO. The gentleman will understand that when 
milk goes through the process of pasteurization the germs are 
destroyed ; but there are some people who do not like it. 

:Mr. WHITE of Kansas. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\Ir. BLANTON. Yes. 
1\Ir. WHITE of Kansas. I would like to ask the gentleman a 

question. In this District and nearly all over the United States 
the tuberculin test is made frequently, once every year at 
least, and is usually regaTded as sufficient to protect the public 
health. What does the gentleman think about that? 

Mr. BLANTON. The advice I have received from distin
guished medical authority was to the effect that if there should 
be any tuberculin germs left in the milk, if they were to get 
by the test, pasteurization would come nearer to removing 
them than anything else, and it is safer for the little children 
of the city. I happen to know that on the 2d day of November 
in Washington the Chestnut Farms Dairy milk was sold for 
14 cents a quart, and at that very time t=he Black dairy milk 
was sold at the Sanitary stores for 10 cents a quart, .and the 
price raised shortly after that date. Why was it that there 
was 4 cents clifference between the price of these two milks? 

Mr. RANKIN. Let me say this, that if the gentleman buys 
pasteurized milk instead of paying 10 or 14 cents a quart, he 
will pay 30 cents a quart. 

Mr. BLANTON. Some, like the Walker-Gordon may charge 
30 cents, but the Chestnut Dairy Farms sells it for 14 cents · a 
quart. 

Mr. RANKIN. If the gentleman buys the Walker-Gordon 
milk, the kind I buy, he will pay 30 cents a quart. 

Mr. BLANTON. Oh, the gentleman is out of our class, if he 
uses Walker-Gordon milk; he is up in a class by himself. 

Mr. RANKIN. I buy the kind the doctor 1·ecommends. 
1\Ir. BLANTON. The gentleman from l\lississippi is buying 

milk under the prescription of a physician for little children. 
Mr. LA.GUARDIA. The Walker-Gordon milk is something 

more than pasteurized, and, besides, they furnish milk from the 
same cow. We use it in New York, and it is not an article of 
luxury. 

l\Ir. BLANTON. If you pay 30 cents a quart, it is a luxury. 
Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance of my time, and I yield 20 
minutes to the gentleman from Texas [Ur. HUDSPETH]. 

Mr. HUDSPETH. Mr. Chairman, the matter that I wish to 
discuss is rather aldn to the subject under consideration, as 
they both come from the cow, and I ask unanimous consent that 
I may proceed for 20 minutes out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union and engaged in general debate, 
and the gentleman does not have to have unanimous consent. 

Mr. HUDS:MDTH. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com
mittee, for many months before the convening of the Congress 
it was heralded in the press that the President had called a 
farm conference for the purpose of recommending legislation 
for the benefit of agriculture and the livestock industry. 

On Jimuary 14 this conference, of which the distinguished 
gentleman, who is president of the National Livestock Associa
tion, Fred H. Bixby, was a member, made a recommendation 
and I will read you a portion of it, to the President, which wa~ 
transmitted by hi~p. to the Congress, and certainly he expected 
immediate and favorable action: 

The cattle industry is suffering from the lack of tariff protection, 
from C<>mpetition with hides, meats, products from foreign countries, 
produced by cheaper labor and under different standards of production. 

Mr. ChaiTman, although that recommendation was sub
mitted to the President on January 14, up to this good hour 
so far as I have been able to learn, there has not been a bili 
introduced by the majority party, composed of Republicans 
who are responsible for legislation in this House asking fo~ 
a duty on hides. ' 

I have just read the discussion which took place in this 
House in July, 1921, when the tariff on hides was placed in 

the bill in Committee of the Whole and taken from it by a 
record vote, after the bill had been reported back tQ the House 
from the committee. At that time my distinguished colleague 
from Texas, and friend, Mr. WuRzB.ACH rather twitted the 
Democratic Members on this side, and a;ked those of us who 
were in fa -ror of a ta1·iff on hides to come over and sit on the 
Republican side, that the water wn,s fine and sparkling, and 
that we should enjoy taking a plunge into the Republican 
pool, that all our former sins would be washed away; though 
they had been as scarlet, they would now be whiter than 
snow. Now, just think of that co~ing from a Republican! 

Well, from a careful perusal of the vote on that question, 
of which there were 173 "yeas " for a duty on hides and 
241 "nays" for the removal of that duty, there was not a 
single Member from the great New England States voting for 
a tariff on hides, only three from New York, four from Penn~ 
:-:yl>ania, and none from New Jersey, all manufacturing States. 

Could not my colleague and friend from Texas [Mr. 
l\'ORZBACII], who is sincerely in favor of a duty on hides, with 
the same propriety and consistency, suggest to those gentlemen 
on his side, who voted for free hides, that they come over and 
sit on the Democratic side, and participate with the majority 
of the Members on this side, who were against a duty on hides, 
notwithstanding our party has never been a free raw material 
party but one time--1892-and it will never commit that folly 
again? 

Mr. WURZBACII. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HUDSPETH. Yes. 
Mr. WURZBACH. Is it not a fact that the Republican 

Membership voted in favor of a tariff on hides until the 
Democrats and some Republican Members voted to take the 
tariff off shoes and leather? Is it not a fact that before that 
time we did have the support of the Republican Membership 
for a tariff on hides? 

1\lr. HUDSPETH. I do not so understand. . 1\Ir. Chandler, 
of Oklahoma, offered the amendment in Committee of the 
Whole to place a 15 per cent ad valorem duty on hides, and it 
carried by a vote of 154 to 92, and these same gentlemen from 
New England, as I understand, at that time voted against 
the tariff on hides, as they are shown to have voted on the 
RECORD vote. 

Mr. BLANTON. 1\fr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HUDSPETH. Yes. 
1\Ir. BLANTON. Here is the fact. In the committee, just 

as ·stated, the committee, by a tremendous vote, voted a tari.ft 
on hides. Then we came out of the committee and a roll call 
vote was had on that amendment, and my Republican frientl 
from Texas [l\Ir. WunZB.ACH] voted to take it off, and the 
RECORD shows it. 

Mr. HUDSPETH. Oh, no! I beg tbe gentleman's pardon. 
I ha>e the RECORD here in my hand. Mr. Wun-ZBACH is recorded 
as voting for a duty on hides and the RECORD of July, 1921, 
shows that he made a speech for a duty on hides. 

1\Ir. BLAN'l'ON. Then I am glad that he was with us then. 
Mr. HUDSPETH. I see my good friend from New York 

[Mr. CRoWTHER] here, who at one time, when I challenged his 
vote on hides, not holding the RECORD in my hand at that time, 
said that he voted for a tariff on hides. Bnt the REcORD I 
hold here in my hand shows the good doctor, the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. CROWTHER], who is a great protectionist 
on the industries of his own back yard but a free trader on the 
products of the farmer and livestock producer, voting with the 
bunch from " Cape Cod," "Plymouth Rock," and the " Green 
Mountain boys " against any sort of duty on the old farmer's 
cowhide. But they all voted for a duty on certain leather 
goods. 

Mr. CROWTHER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HUDSPETH. Yes. 
l\Ir. CROWTHER. I did vote for that, but the amendment, 

as introduced, had a clause left out of it that had always been 
in there, and that is, that it was to refer to the bovine species, 
and that put a duty on a lot of my people--

Mr. HUDSPETH. But the gentleman did not vote to retain 
it, when the roll was called. Here is the " cold gray docu
ment" that has · haunted many a weary politican. 

l\fr. CROWTIIER. I did. And I voted against it when they 
would not change it. 

l\Ir. HUDSPETH. But the gentleman did vote for a tari..ft 
on harness and saddlery over a certain value, 35 per cent 
ad valorem; gloves, both men's and women's, 50 per cent and 
not more than 75 per cent ad valorem; leather bags, baskets, 
belts, satchels, card cases, pocketbooks, jewel boxes, portfolios, 
parchments, moccasins, leather-covered pocketbooks, leather
covered whisky flasks, women's sewing- sets, leather-enameled 
upholstery, leather bags, straps, football coverings, glove. 
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leather, s-heep, goat, and calf, leather dressed and finished, and 
manicure sets, from 50 per cent ad valorem down to 25 per 
cent ad vaiorem. 

I do not know whether the gentleman believes in manicur
ing or not. I do not know whether he has ever had his shapely 
fingers manicured. If so, it was for the good of the cause-
not that he cares anything for his fingers. But the poor, 
dainty, much overworked young lady who sat there polishing 
his nails had to pay a duty of 40 per cent ad valorem on her 
leather m nicure case. And yet the gentlemen says he wants 
to equalize the tariff! 

I am glad to see that my friend from Oregon, Mr. HAWLEY, 
a Republican stalwart for protection, is here. He is on the 
Ways and Means Committee, and he strenuously opposed a 
duty on hides. lie introduced in that discussion enough fig
m·es to make an old Populist orator in his "palmiest days " 
actually get on the shady side of the street and mop his brow 
1n consternation and bewilderment, and say to my friend from 
Oregon, " Come hither and sit on the throne of Populism. 
You are head and shoulders above us all in mathematics." 
" Cyclone Davis " in his halcyon days never produced such 
8.n array of figures as my friend from Oregon when he at
tempted to sllow that the consumer was the man that paid 
this duty. And yet I want to say to my friend from Oregon 
that when the tariff was taken off hides in the Payne-Aldrich 
tariff bill, a Rep''hblican measure, every Democratic Congress
man from Texas voted against the removal of that tariff except 
one, including both Senators from my State. And so far as 
that one is concerned, the jimson weed and the sunflower have 
been growing over his political grave from that hour to this. 

Yet, almost from the very hour the tariff on hides was re
mo\ed, boots and shoes have steadily advanced in price to the 
consumer. And at the same time the gentlemen from the 
manufacturing States voted for heavy duty on leather goods. 

Mr. · CROWTHER. Oh, no. The gentleman wants to be 
fair. I did not do anything of the kind. 

1\fr. HUDSPETH. I refer to the Payne-Aldrich tariff bill. 
Go look up the RECORD. I' will get it for the gentleman and 
read it to him. 

Mr. CROWTHER. Oh, that is all right. But that is ancient 
history. 

1\ir. HUDSPETH. No doubt the gentleman would like for 
it to rf'main very ancient, but before I get through I am going 
to make it extremely modern to the gentleman and others of 
his school of thought from the icebound coast of Cape Cod. 

Mr. CROWTHER. Oh, that is where a Democrat always 
roams-in among the gravestones. 

Mr. HUDSPETH. Yes. I am going to continue to roam 
around in Republican graveyards ; that is, they would like for 
their many political sins and misdeeds to remain buried. But 
1 have my pick and shovel to-day, Doctor, and I am going to 
uncover your political past until it haunts you by day and dis
turbs your slumbers by night. You sa;r you stand by all these 
Republican measures of discriminating. 

Mr. CROWTHER. I stand by the principles of the Dingley 
bill, and a little higher, if necessary. 

Mr. HUDSPETH. But one day the gentleman was not stand
ing by, when I did nO>t have the RECORD. But I have the 
REcoRD to-day, and the gentleman has to "stand by." He 
can not " get from under." He is a great protectionist. He 
is willing to tax the old farmer 50 per cent above the fair 
price on a pair of shoes. Yet he would only give him a duty 
amounting to about 25 cents on his hide. I mean the entire 
hide-not 25 cents a pound. 

Mr. WURZBACH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HUDSPETH. Yes. 
Mr. WURZBACH. It is a fact, is it not, tl1e gentleman 

from Texas, Mr. BLANTON, to the contrary notwithstanding, 
that I spoke in favor of a tariff on hides, and that I voted in 
favor of it? 

1\Ir. HUDSPETH. Oh, yes; I read the gentleman's speech 
a few days ago in the RECORD. . 

Mr. WURZBACH. Has the gentleman_ the REcoRD there ta 
show how the Te.,.~as delegation voted on that tariff? 

Mr. HUDSPETH. Six for a tariff on hide& 
1\lr. WURZBACH. How many against? 
Mr. HUDSPETH. The rest of the delegation. 
1\fr. WURZBACH. An overwhelming majority of the Texas 

delegation representing that great State of the Union voted 
against a tariff on hides. 

1\fr. HUDSPETH. I am not criticizing my colleagues from 
IT'exas. They have a right to their own views~ as I have. to 
mine. Why did not the gentleman ask his New England col
leagues to come over and sit on this side (the Democratic) 
.when he was extending such a cordial invitation to gentl~ 

men who believed in a tariff for revenue at that time, and 
that it should be equitably distributed and every industry 
should share, and share alike, to go over and sit there on 
his side? Why did not the gentleman extend the same invita
tion to gentlemen in favor of free hide but a duty on the man
ufactured article on his side, to come and sit over here on our 
side? The gentleman voted for a tariff on hides. He is con
sistent. l\1y friend from Oregon said it was not profitable in 
the ultimate for the old farmer. 

I met some of you Republicans on the stump last year when 
I was campaigning for the greatest Democrat that we ha\e 
nominated since the days of" Qld Hickory" Jacks-on-John ,V. 
Davis. What did you say then? You said: "Oh, do not listeu 
to Hudspeth. We are stronger for a tari:tr on bides than he is. 
We are in the majority and control legislation. We will go 
back to Congress and put a duty on hides and help the cattle
men, whose industry is prostrate, and whose business is bank
rupt." 

Have you introduced a bill to help redeem tl1at promi e? 
Not one. But you carried New Mexico by a pretty fair margin 
for your Presiuent by reason of that promise, because you said 
you were in favor of a higher duty on hides. And you carried 
a great many other western States, where the cattlemen cast a 
big vote. But you have not made a move to keep faith with 
them. 

President Coolidge is for a duty on hides, in spite of the 
fact that he comes- from the heart of New England. But he is 
President of all the people, and I believe sincerely wants to 
help the cattleman. 

1\ir. FREE. I desire to call the attention of the gentleman 
to the fact that the California delegation has introduced such 
a bill. 

1\Ir. HUDSPETH. I am glad to know that. How far has it 
gone, I would like to ask the gentleman? You know it will 
never be even considered by the Ways and 1\Ieans Committee 
at this session, don't you? 

Mr. FREE. Introduced last week. 
1\Ir. HUDSPETH. Yes; but how far has it gone or will it go? 

I know that the able chairman of the grf:at Ways and Means 
Committee, my friend, Mr. GREEN, is recorded here as voting 
against a duty on hides: How far do you expect to get with 
your bill? Any Member can introduce a bill. 

Now, gentlemen, I am backing up the Democracy of my 
State. The Democracy of Texas has never declared in any of 
her platforms for free raw materials, if my memory serves me 
right. 

Mr. FREE. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\fr. HUDSPETH. We are consistent when we say this 

duty should be equitably distributed, and that every industry 
should share, and share equally, in its benefits. It means lt 
will help the farmer and the llvestock grower. You should 
not pay too great heed to my friend from Oregon [Mr. HAw
LEY], when he says it will increase the price of shoes to the 
consumer. Go and read the hearings before the Committee on 
Ways and Means when the present Fordney-McCumber bill 
was being considered, and you will find there that one of the 
biggest Boston shoe maimfacturers said that if you place a 
15 per cent ad valorem duty on hides it would not be reflected 
in the price of shoes, said it could not be charged up to the 
consumer. That is what he said. That is in the record. Go 
and look at it, you gentlemen who claim that it will add to 
the cost of shoes to the consumer. Has taking the duty off 
hides reduced the price of boots and shoes? No! You wen 
know ever since the tariff wa taken off under the Payne
Aldrich tariff that shoe have been higher than they have been 
in the history of this country. You know it has not lowered 
the price to the consumer. 

Mr. FREEl. Doe.s the gentleman believe that a Democratic 
tariff for revenue only would be high enough to help the 
farmer in a tarifi on hides 1 

Mr. HUDSPETH.. I do. I say to you that for 60 long 
years my party stood for that doctrine, and we remained in 
power as long as we declared for that policy. In 1842, the 
Whigs, from whom you sprang, passed n tariff act, with the 
thread of free raw material running through it, and the Dem
ocrats in the succeeding election elected the greatest Demo
cratic majority in Congress that ever sat in this Capitol before 
the Civil War. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HUDSPETH. I have only a short time. Will not the 

gentleman excuse me 1 If I had time I would be glad to yield 
to every gentleman on this floor, and especially Republicans 
who voted for free hides. 

1\ir. MORGAN. The gentleman said that a. duty on hides, as 
stated· by a manufacturer, would not be reflected on the finished 
product? 
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Mr. HUDSPETH. That is what be said. Go and read the 

hearings. 
Mr. MORGAN. Do I understand the gentleman to accept 

that a a general principle? 
Mr. HUDSPETH. I accept full value for all the gentleman 

said, and in the face of what bas transpired since the duty on 
hides was removed. And the gentleman knows since the tariff 
was taken off hides under the Payne-Aldrich Act, we have paid 
the highest prices for boots and shoes in the history of ·this 
country. 

I can not yield longer because I want to discuss this tariff 
question at length, but if the gentleman will contradict my 
statement, I will yield. If the gentleman will rise and state 
that since the tariff was taken off hides under that act boots 
and shoes, and, in fact, all kinds of leather goods, have not 
been higher than ever before, I will agree to yield to the gentle
man. 

Mr. 1\fORGA.J.~. I . agree with you . 
.Mr. HUDSPETH. All right; sit down then ; do not bother 

me any more. Do not take up my time if you agree with me. 
[Laughter.] 

Now, gentlemen, what did they do under the Fordney-McCum
her Act in regard to the tariff on leather? They took the 
tariff off hides. They said: "We will reduce the price on shoes 
that go to the consumer, but on harness and saddles that the 
farmer uses we will place a duty of 35 per cent ad valorem. 
That is under the Fordney-1\lcCumber Act. On thermos-bottle 
covers, used by both men and women, 50 per cent ad valorem. 
Those are made from hides and skins. On leather belts and 
bags they charge 50 per cent ad valorem, but on hides it is all 
free. On belts, card cases, pocketbooks, jewel boxest and on 
the moccasins that the old Mexican peons and tlle poor In
dians wear upon their feet, 50 per cent ad Yalorem. 

But the old farmer and stock raiser gets not one cent to 
prevent his coming in competition with the pauper labor of 
South America and other foreign countries. We pay our cow
boys a decent wage. They do not. 

The following table, furnished by the Department of Com
merce, shows the steady increase in the importation of hides 
after the duty was removed therefrom in 1907, which shows 
a marked increase from that time: 

Number of hides imported. 
1911------------------------------------------------ 4,833,685 1912 ________________________________________________ 8. 736,297 

1913------------------------------------------------ 6,313,213 1914 ________________________________________________ 7,7-!3,30!1 

1915------------------------------------------------ 11,286,436 1916 ________________________________________________ 12,550,744 

ltl17------------------------------------------------ 11,182,892 
Oh, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. RAINEY], although a 

Democrat, if I have his position correct, is in favor of free 
hides. He made the statement the other day that we had 
foolish leadership here on this side-or probably I might say 
" bad " leader hip--and that it was equally as foolish, or bad
probably he used the latter term-in the last national cam
paign. 

Now, of course, it is not necessary, gentlemen, for me to de
fend the leadership, the statesmanship, and the democracy of 
my colleague from Texas [:Mr. GARNER], who believes a duty 
should be placed on hides. For the RECORD shows that he voted 
for a 15 per cent ad valorem duty on hides in 192L And he 
believes in a tariff for revenue. He has served his district 
well and faithfully over a Jong period of years, probably 
longer than has the distinguished gentleman from Illinois his 
district. 

And as to the statement that our leadership was exceedingly 
bad in the last national campaign, let me ask yon and the 
gentleman if it were foolish to follow a man whom the great 
democracy of this Nation had chosen as ita standard bearer, 
a Democrat without spot or blemish upon his democracy, a 
lawyer who that great Chief Justice of the Supreme Court, 
Judge White, now deceased, stated was the ablest lawyer who 
ever appeared before that tribunal ; who represented this Gov
ernment as Solicitor General and who tried more cases in five 
years than probably any other Solicitor General has tried in 
a period of 20 years ; who represented this Government in the 
Harvester Trust case, in the Pipe Line case, in the Anthracite 
Coal case, and in the Midwest Oil case, the successful out
come of which permitted the President to withdraw thousands 
of acr'es of public lands, containing valuable mineral and oil 
deposits; in the Steel Trust ease; a man who was twice ten
dered by the President of the United States an appointment 
on the Supreme Bench ; a man who was honored by the Presi
dent of the United States by appointment as ambassador to 
Great Britain, and although defeated as our standard bearer 
emerged from the contest without spot or blemiSh upon his 

record. I refer to that greatest of living Democrats, the Hon. 
John W. Davis, of West Virginia. [Applause.] 

I do not think it was bad leadership to follow in the wake of 
a man who said, "I stand for a competitive tariff." Now, 

· gentlemen, as I understand a competitive tariff, it is a taritr 
that enables the industries of this country to come in competi
tion with the pauper labor of foreign countries. In other words, 
it is a tariff for revenue equitably levied for the benefit of 
every industry of this country, and one that does not discrimi
nate against any. That is what my party and I have always 
contended. That is the policy we have always advocated-a 
tariff .for revenue only. 

Now, under the Fordney-:McCumber Act, passed by a Itepub
lican House that had 176 majority, belts, gloves, and so fo-rth, 
were taxed as high as 50 per cent ad valorem. Catgut was 
taxed 30 per cent. I do not know whether any of you gentle
men have ever stood on the old puncheon floor. Perhaps some 
of you have, and you may have noticed a gentleman perched on 
a goods box in the corner, who sang out: "Gentlemen, salute 
your partners, lady on the left," to the stirring strains of 
Yankee Doodle, Turkey in the Straw, Arkansas Tnt>
eler, or Hell Broke Loose in Georgia [laughter] ; and on 
the strings of the fiddle acros. which he pulled that bow, that 
made the best music that ever thrilled the soul of mortal man 
or woman, he had to pay a duty of 30 per cent ad valorem. 
Yes; he had to pay a duty of 30 per cent on the catgut strings. 
But the old farmer who produced the hides that went into the 
shoes that knocked the dust from that puncheon floor, not 
one cent of duty did he get. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas 
has expired. 

1\Ir. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield to my colleague five 
minutes more. • 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas is recognized 
for five minutes more. 

1\Ir. HUDSPETH. You gentlemerr on the Republican side are 
responsible for the legislation here, and you won the North
western States by misleading the fru.mer and passing a law, 
the Each-Cummins bill, under which to-day he is driving his 
cattle tln·ough the country, instead of shipping them by rail. 
Here are two clippings that I want to insert as a part of my re
marks, where it is shown that some stockmen drove their cattle 
125 miles in order to cut out the railway transportation cost. 
They said it cost $7.30 a head to ship their cattle, and they 
saved $1,000 by driving the cattle rather than shipping them. 

- STOCKMAN DRIVES CATTLE 125 MILES TO CUT RAIL COST 

KANSAS CITY, Mo., January 31.-Cowboys driving cattle herds across 
Kansas are not yet of the past, according to Earl Barker of Fowler, 
Kaus., a witness on behalf of livestock men, plaintiffs in their plea 
b~fore an Interstate Commerce Commission ex.amJner here for a 
reduction of 50 per cent in freight rates of livestock west of the 
Mississippi River. Barker owns 12,000 acres of cattle land in Meade 
and Clark Counties. 

He said that he drove a herd of 700 cattle across the prairies from 
Higgins, Tex., to Fowler last spring to escape what he termed 
exorbitant freight rates. 

" What's the distance?" asked J. H. Mercer, Kansas livestock com
missioner. 

".About 125 miles," answered Barker. 
"Do you fi.,oure you saved money by not shipping them by ran?" 

Mercer asked. 
" I figure I saved $1,000 at least," replied Barker. 
Barker said that be has paid as much as $7.35 a bead !or trans

porting cattle !rom ranges to his grazing lands, thence to his feed 
lots and finally to market. He is in the cattle business to-day, he 
said. merely because he had been able, in better days, to amass enough 
reserve to keep him going. 

.Arnold Berns, Peabody, Kans., who owns 16,000 acres and leases 
15,000 more out in the " short grass " country of western Kansas, 
said that cattlemen in that region hold onto their business in "the 
eternal hope that a break for better prices would come." 

CATTLEMEN ASK FREIGHT SLASH-INTERSTATE COMMECCE EXAMINER I.S 

TOLD 50 l'E.R CENT CUT IS ~"'EEDED 

KANSAS CITY, February 1.-A 50 per cent decrease in livestock freight 
rates would aid cattlemen materially in their fight against adverse con
ditions, witnesses testified before an Interstate Commerce Commission 
examiner here on a plea for such a reduction. 

"Yes," said E. E. Frizzell, of Larned, Kans., a State senator and life
time cattleman; "I believe a freight decrease would help. It wouldn't 
solve a bad puzzle, but a 50 per cent reduction, say, would help consid
erably." 

Mr. Frizzell said that he had quit raising calves on his 2.1,000-acre 
ranch. 
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"The sale prices did not pay expenses," he said. "To use my equip
ment , t hen, I went to grass-fattening steers bought in the Texas Pan
handle. I've lost money on them. 

" Two-thirds of the cattle operators in my community have quit busi
n ess. They ran out of reserve capital, which I am using to defray 
losses." 

You said you would lower the freight rates. Have you done 
that? What steps have you taken, I will a sk the gentlemen 
on this side [the Republican]? What steps have you taken to 
reduce freight rates, as well as increase the tariff on hides? 
These men have to drive their cattle over the trail. And if 
any of you gentlemen here desire to know anything about the 
hardships of the trail and of frontier life on the range and in 
the cow camp, just go down to the Columbia Theater and see 
that excellent picture, "North of 36," where they drive that 
herd, in the sixties, from southern Texas to Abilene, Kan •. 
You may gather from that picture that the men engaged in the 
cattle business are not traveling on a bed of rose , by any 
means. 

Yet when you took the duty off hides you had no concern 
for that old cowman. It was the hothouse plant in New 
England you desired to protect. 

As a matter of revenue, when a duty of 15 per cent ad valorem 
was placed on hides under the Dingley Act~ we collected 
$30,000,000 in revenue, I will say to my friends from New 
England, but under the duty on shoes we collected only 
$2,000,000. Yet, after a duty was placed on hides, the export 
trade was increased from $160,000 on boots and shoes, where 
the manufacturers of this country can make them cheaper than 
anywhere else in the world, to $11,000,000, so that it did not 
hamper the exporter in the least. 

Mr. WURZBACH. 1\Ir. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
:Mr. HUDSPETH. Yes. • 
Mr. WURZBACH. I notice there were only 26 out of 173 

Democrats that voted for the tariff on hides, or about 15 per 
cent. Do you not think that is a very small proportion of 
Democrats who voted for a tariff on hides, and do you not 
think your lecture ought to be directed principally to the Demo
cratic side of the House? 

Mr. HUDSPETH. How about 30 Republicans from the New 
England States who voted for free hides? And 36 more Repub
licans from New York and New Jersey, and about 20 from 
Pennsylvania, where the big manufacturer has his situs? 
[Laughter.] But my friend from Texas on the other side has 
his sights a little high ; there were only 119 Democrats in the 
House at that time. _ 

1\Ir. WURZBACH. I think t~ese Republicans ought to be 
talked to ; but the greater portion are on your side. 

Mr. HUDSPETH. I am talking to Democrats also; but your 
party claims to be composed entirely of high priests of protec
tion. Now, we believe in a tariff for revenue only, but we 
believe that that tariff should be levied equitably and all 
should share aud share alike. In our State platform in Texas 
in 1896 we declared as follows : 

We favor a tttriti for revenue only, but in a sufficient amount, supple
mented by other taxation, to meet the expenses required, so as lo 
render it unnecessary to increase the public debt in imy manner or 
fot·m whatever. And we believe that the present taritr law, which lets 
into this country raw material free of duty and levies heavy duties on 
manufactured products, thus subjecting our agricultural and pastoral 
~lasses to competitlon with the wot·Id, while it enables the rich manu
facttu"ers, by means of combinations and trusts, to extort their own 
prices for their products from the people, violates the Federal Consti
tution, as well as the principles of the Democratic Party; that tarifr 
duty should be levied and collected for tb_e ptu"pose ot revenue only. 

And the following is a plank from the national Democratic 
platform of 1896: 

We hold that tal'iti duties should be levied for the purpose of revenue, 
such duties to be so adjusted as to operate equally throughout the 
country and not discriminate between class or section, and that taxa
tion should be limited by the needs of the Government, honestly and 
economically administered. 

The first thing to be observed in construing this platform
the national Democratic-is that it omits the declaration in 
favor of free raw material contained in the platform of 1892 
and substitutes a demand that all tariff duties shall be so ad
justed as to operate equally throughout the country without 
discriminating between any class or section. 

That has always been the contention of the Democracy of 
my State, I will say to you, gentlemen, and I want to say now 
that that platform was prepared by that great Democrat, John 
H. Reagan, assisted by the great commoner, Governor Hogg, 

the first native Texan who ever occupied the office of governor, 
and approved by ex-Governor Culberson. 

Now, my friend·, let me say this to you: That those two 
great men, Judge Reagan and Governor Hogg, had some ene 
mies in their lifetime. Party strife and party rancor ran rife 
while they lived. But all criticism and enmity was silenced at 
their graves. [Applau. e.] They were the men who insisted 
there should be a duty on raw materials as well as a duty on 
manufactured articles. 

The CHAIRl\IAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas 
has again expired. 
. 1\Ir. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman five 
more minutes. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

1\ir. HUDSPETH. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. Is it not a fact that at the time we had n. 

tariff on hides and collected $30,000,000 in revenue from it 
,V. L. Douglas sold his famous shoes for $2.50 a pair? 

1\lr. HUDSPETH. Yes; he sold them cheaper by far than 
they are being sold to-day under free hides and since the Re
publican Party took the duty off hides. 

Mr. SEARS of Florida. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\Ir. HUDSPETH. Yes. 

. 1\I~. SEARS of Florida. Would the gentleman mind putting 
In hts remarks the statement he has received from the Agri
cultural Department showing that in 1920 the price of cattle 
was, in round figures, $43 a head-which was when the Re
publican Party went into power-and that in 1925, the price, in 
round figures, was only about $21 a head? 

Mr. HUDSPETII. And let me say to the gentleman that at 
the present time they will hardly bring the freight when 
shipped to market, and every cowman knows it. They are 
lying prostrate out there to-day, financially speaking, men who 
have been my friends in every political and financial undertak
ing; they are out there where they rear their children close 
to the heart of nature ; where they build schoolhouses for the 
education of the young; where they build churches so that 
they can worship their Creator; and where they have ceme
teries in which lie the ashes of their dead. Those are the men 
for whom I am talking, and tho e are the men who have been 
discriminated against by the provisions of the Fordney-1\IcCum
ber Tariff Act. 

1\Ir. SEARS of Florida. Will the gentleman yield further? 
1\Ir. HUDSPETH. I can not yield further, because my time 

is going. 
1\Ir. SEARS of Florida. But would the gentleman mind 

putting those statistics in the RECORD? 
1\Ir. HUDSPETH. The following table furnished by the 

Agricultural Department shows the decrease in number and 
also the decrease in price of cattle . (this does not include milk 
cows) the years 1920 to 1!>25, inclusive. The decrease in price 
is naturally responsible for the decrease in number: 

Year Total 
number 

1920 _________________________________________ 43,398, ()()() 
1921. ________________________________________ 4.1, 993,000 

1922 •• --------------------------------------- 4.1, 977, ()()() 1923 _________________________________________ 42,803, ()()() 
1924 _________________________________________ 4.1, 720, ()()() 

1925 .•••••.• --------------------··----------- 39, 609, ()()() 

Value 

Per head Total 

$43.21 
31.36 
23.79 
25.57 
25.06 
24. 4.9 

$1, 875, 043, ()()() 
1, 316,727, ()()() 

998, 772, ()()() 
1, 094, 469, 000 
1, 045, 523, 000 

970,117, ()()() 

1\fr. WURZBACH. 'Vill the gentleman yield to me? 
l\1r. HUDSPETH. I will yield to my friend because he 

will see the light some day and he will come over on this side. 
He was reared right but he strayed into forbidden paths after 
he had grown up. 

1\Ir. WURZBACH. I think I have seen the light and I 
think I can say with a great deal more propriety that the 
gentleman from Texas is going in my direction rather than 
that I am going in his. 

Mr. HUDSPETH. I will say to my friend I have gone in 
the direction that my party went for 58 years, when your party 
had to peep in at the back door of the White House. From 
Jefferson and Jackson and on down I have traveled with my 
party. [Applause.] Andrew Jackson, I think the greatest 
Democrat the world ever produced, threatened to veto a tariff 
bill because it did not contain a duty on raw materials, and 
I have traveled according to his precepts. 

1\Ir. WURZBACH. Will the gentleman yield further? 
l\1r. HUDSPETH. Yes. 
1\lr. WURZBACH. During the time that the greatest part 

of our revenue was produced through the customhouses I 

-_I 
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could understand the term "tariff :for revenue only.," but at 
this time when our expenditures run from $4,000,000,000 to 
$5,000,000,000 a year and When we are receiving the greatest 
part of our revenue by way of .income tax, I wish the gentle
man would explain exactly what is meant in a tariff law by 
the term " tariff for revenue only." 

Mr. :HUDSPETH. I will answer the gentleman by repeat
ing the statement made by Mr. Fordney, a staunch Republican, 
when he stood here and advocated his bill. He said it was 
necessary to collect through the customhouses $500,000,000 
annually to properly run this Government. This is what he 
stated. I answer the gentleman by quoting the statement made 
by the g~ntleman who fathered the Fordney-McCumber Act. 

Mr. TINCHER. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HUDSPETH. Yes. 
Mr. TINCHER. Does the gentleman agree with his col

league from Texas IMr. GARNER] in favoring a competitive 
tariff? 

l\lr. HUDSPETH. I am in favor of a tariff for revenue. 
l\1r. TINCHER. The gentleman knows what a competitive 

tariff is? 
Mr. HUDSPETH. Well, I just stated what my conception of 

a competitive tariff is-one under which the industries of this 
country may compete with pauper· la.bor of foreign countries 
and not be forced out of business. That is my conception of a 
competitive tariff. But it is not a high protective tariff such as 
the Republicans advocate. 

Mr. TINCHER. Is there any difference between a competi
ti:ve tariff and · a tariff for revenue? 

Mr. HUDSPETH. I do not see the difference. I want to 
state to the gentleman, and I want to say this in conclusion, 
that I am one who never scratched the Democratic ticket in all 
his life. Wben the Populists and the Republicans fused for 
governor-and they will fuse with anybody in Texas-and 
.brought out the Hon. Jm·ome Kirby, Governor Culberson's elec
ti'>n was in doubt until they heard from the Rio Grande. She 
was a little slow about coming in, but when she came in she 
.came solidly Democratic and elected Governor Culberson by a 
good majority. 

Oh, gentlemen, I am for a tariff for revenue, and I do not 
want the farmers and cattlemen discriminated against. You 
can find all kinds .of theoretical zealots who will contend for 
impossible doctrines and madly attempt to control human 
nature and force it to bend its energies to the capTice of their 
wills, but I know by experience how futile in government and 
business is mere theory, and how strong and valuable is common 
sense. 

I believe in that which has stood the strain and test of long 
experience and which has blessed us with its beneficence. Nor 
can I be expeeted to yield it for something impossib1~ impracti
cal, and which comps recommended to us by those across the 
sea and In other countries whose interest it is to seek our ruin 
industrially and agriculturally, that upon said ruin they may 
build up their own trade, their .own manufactures, and their 
own .~rosperity. Discrimination in any tariff bill against the 
producers of this country I will not subscribe to, but shall 
always strenuously oppose, no matter from what direction it 
may come. [Applause.] 

1tir. ZIHLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from New York. [Mr. CROWTHER]. 

1\Ir. CROWTHER. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the 
committee, it is not often that I burden the House with an 
attempt to make a speech of any kind, but I am led to do 
so this morning because of the statements made by my friend 
from Texas Otlr. HUDSPETH], coupled with the fact that this 
morning I was permitted to regale myself with an extension 
of remarks by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. HULL], as 
found in the RECORD. In those remarks I found statements 
made by the gentleman from Tennessee which astonished me. 
By reading of those remarks you wi11 be led to believe that the 
Democratic Party left as a heritage to the Republican Party in 
1921 all the money that was necessary to accomplish what has 
been accomplished in the line of reduction of expenses and 
economy. As a matter of fact, we inherited a debt of about 
$24,000,000,000, hundreds of new governmental activities with 
thousands of so-called deserving Democrats on the pay roll, a 
long period of industrial and agricultural depression, and 
5,000,000 men and women tramping the streets in search of em-
~eym~t · 

Mr. HULL charges the President with willfully broadcasting 
false statements and propaganda to the people of the country. 
In the very beginning and at three other places in his speech 
he makes the statement, which I think he ought to qualify, 
as leader of the Democratic Party, for he Is, I believe, the 
chairma~ of the National Democratic Co~ttee, .@:Ild ~o~ ~ tew 

moments he wi-elded the gavel at that great disaster in Madi
son Square Garden, New York, during July of last year. At 
three different places, in .speaking of the sYstem of high tariff 
taxation, he says: 

They round that antiquated, extortionate, inequitable, and class 
system of tariff taxation, a system which had been dictated by its 
own beneficlades. 

In several other places he refers to the fact that the tariff is 
named by its own beneficiaries, and says: 

If th€ American poople would accurately RJ)praise and understand 
the real attitude of the two political parties-

And so forth, and then goes on to say-and this brings him and 
the Democratic members of the committee within the purTiew 
of this statement-
that in recent years tariff benefl.claries have been accustomed to give 
large campaign contributions and in .return have been permitted to 
send their lobbyists to Washington and to write their own high and 
exorbitant rates. 

I do •not know what his definition of :recent is, but if it is 
not confined by too many limitations it might be within the 
period durin~ which the Democrats wrote the Underwood bill, 
and perforce he indicts himself and his Demoeratic colleagues 
on the Ways and Means Committee. The attitude of you 
men seems strange. I presume it is on account ·of your en
vironment. It is due to the fact that :you allow your judg
ment to be warped by your prejudice, that you can not see 
the light, and you are always talking free trade as you did 
in the 1918 campaign. 

My opponent said to the people in my district, " He is an 
old-fashioned Republican. We Democrats, through our Presi
dent Wilson., have taken the tariff out of polities and we have 
established .a tariff commission to handle that question." He 
did not tell the people that the Tariff Commission is a fact
finding body; that they have no power to recommend ; that 
there would still be a Ways and Means .Committee, and that 
there would still be tariff bills and consequent protection -to 
American industries. 

Under Democratic administrations what ·have you people 
given to the country in ·the way of a tl:IXiff bill? What have 
you given us? There is no mention in Mr .. HULL's speeeh of the 
bread lines and soup .hon~ from the days oLCleveland to the 
Underwood bill which occuned all during :your administra
tion. During those periods by nonemployrp.ent and pa:rtial day 
service in the factories you reduced continually the purchasing 
power of the American men and women in this .country who 
toil. That is what you hav-e given us as a result of your 
free-trade policies. . 

Even your candidate foT President in a closing 15-minute 
speech the night before the election, commiserated with the 
poor American woman housewife who stood there surrounded 
by_ the tax on aluminum and the tax on knives and forks. 

Mr. HUDSPETH. Will the gentleman yield.? 
Mr. CROWTHER. I only have five minutes. 
Air. HUDSPETH. I yielded to the gentlemen. 
l\fr. CROWTHER. I want to say that under the Republican 

administration and under every tariff bill that has been 
written the American housewife has known something of the 
purchasing value of .her dollar, and she remembers the day 
when she had to try to make $1-under a Democratic admin
istration, and free-trade -policy...:....O.o the work of the $2 that 
she should have had. You know you can not fool the American 
women very much. You Democrats tried to do that last year 
with your ridiculous deductions of the tariff question. You 
tried to fool the farmers, and you had about the same success 
as when you tried to have him accept the free-silver doctrine 
of your great convention disturber, Mr. Bryan. You can not 
fool our up-to-date American women, because Dem(lqatic free 
trade means an empty pay .envelope, and that means that she 
and her children will be deprived of many of the necessities 
and luxuries that here in America we intend they shall have. 

Mr. HUDSPETH. Will the gentleman yield for a short 
question? 

Mr. CROWTHER. Yes. 
1\Ir. HUDSPETH. Your President says he is in favor of a 

tariff on hides, and he comes from the heart of New England. 
Why do you not enact it? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time- of the gentleman from New 
York has expired. 

Mr. ZIHLMAN. Mr. Chainnan, I -yield tbe gent.leman two 
minutes more. 

Mr. CROWTHER. ' I want just two minutes 1n oTder to 
answer that. I want to make my position clear on the hide 
question. Nobody doubts my attitude on the tariff question. 
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:rt.Ir. HUDSPETH. Not since we have heard the gentleman's 
statement. 

Mr. CROWTHER. When that amendment was up and was 
voted on in the House, I will say to my friend from Texas, 
I supported it, pre uming there would be a compensatory 
tariff on the manufactured product, boots and shoes and 
kindred articles. Let me say that shoe leather is now on 
the free list, and many things are made out of it besides shoes. 

Mr. HUDSPETH. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. CROWTHER. Let me first finish this statement. That 

amendment, either willfully or by inadvertence or in some other 
way, neglected to carry the language that had always been 
carried. You lawyers always say "inadvertently" because you 
never admit an error, but there was an error somewhere, and 
in the same bill there was a duty on wool, which was enacted 
at that time, and that made the people in my territory who 
imported sheep and lamb skins pay two duties, because they 
left out the language "of the bovine species," and they would 
not put it back in again. Therefore my people would have to 
pay a duty on the pulled .wool from the skin and they would 
have to pay a duty on lambskins and sheepskins which would 
have entered the customhouse as hides the way the amendment 
was written, and under those circumstances I voted against it. 
When you are willing to put a duty on hides and make it of 
the bovine species only, which is the language that has always 
been carried, and give a compensatory duty on boots and shoes, 
I will vote with you for a duty on hides just as high as you 
want it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New 
York has again expired.. 
· 1\lr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman half D 
minute in order that he may answer a question. The gentleman 
talks about the Democrats fooling women; I want to ask the 
gentleman if it is not a fact that practically all of the Republi
cans are manied men? 

Mr. CROWTHER. That may be perfectly true, but I want 
to say to my friend that there are some women that marry a 
man to reform him, once, but they never marry a second hus
band with that same idea in view. They have helped the 
gentleman's party once, I remember, when your leader Wood
row Wilson promised to "keep us out of war." It will be 
many years before the women of this country can with any 
degree of confidence believe the prpmises of the Democratic 
Party and its leaders. 

If the gentleman from Tennessee [l\Ir. HULL] knows who these 
people are that he claims come to Washington and either in 
person or through lobbyists write their own rates in our tariff 
bills, he should either publish their names or forever hold his 
peace on that particular subject. He belittles the committee of 
which he is a member when he makes such a statement. I 
wish that his speech might be in book form, so that in case the 
library should be short of copies of the tales of Baron Mun
chausen the extension of the gentleman from Tennessee might 
be substituted. 

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. WE
FALD] wants two minutes, and can not the gentleman from 
Maryland yield him that time? He is on his side. 

Mr. ZIHLMAN. I yield to the gentleman from Minnesota 
[1\lr. WEFALD] two minutes. 

Mr. \VEFALD. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I rise not to 
take any part in the tariff discussion, but I was very much im
pressed by the speech of the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
HUDSPETH]. When I first became a candidate for Congress I 
met a farmer at one of my meetings and he wanted to know if 
I knew anything about the tariff law that you gentlemen passed 
here. I told him I did not. He said, " When you get down 
there ask them why they voted for a tariff on pump washers 
and took away the tariff on hides." That is a question I want 
to ask now, why did you do it? When the gentleman from 
Texas prlnts his speech for consumption at home I want him 
to print the little story that I am going to tell. It illustrates 
how a tariff on all kinds of leather goods and no tariff on hides 
affects the farmers. 'Vhen the tariff was taken off of hides, 
and hides went down in price, a farmer went to town one day 
with a great big cowhide and sold it and received the magnifi
cent sum of 85 cents. He said after he sold the hide he went 
down to the hard ware store to buy two washers for his pump 
and he had to pay a dollar for them. He said, " What a fool 
I was. If I had known anything about the tariff law I could 
have cut the ears off the hide before I sold it and used them 
for pump washers and saved the dollar and the price of the 
hide." [Llmghter.] 

When tLe gentleman spoke of the tariff on catgut fiddle 
strings, I remind him of the fact that in. Congress tariff laws 
are m_!!de by the p1en th_!!t ~o p.ot pay the fi!].dler.. ;I expec~ 

little benefit to come to the farmer in the passage of a new 
tariff law; there are no other interests that he can pool his 
interests with in order to get anything he wants into the bill, 
and his friends in Congress always disagree as to what the 
farmer needs in the way of tariff protection ; the discussion 
here to-day has disclosed that. He has a few friends on both 
sides of the aisle here and not enough on either side to become 
a real factor here. I imagine if I am here when another tariff 
law is passed I am going to see party lines absolutely fade 
away. [Applause.] 

Mr. BLANTON. 1\lr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Texas [:Mr. Co~NALLY]. 

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. Mr. Chairman, we are- consider
ing a bill entitled the milk bill. I think it is extremely fitting 
that while we are deliberating on such a subject a debate on 
the protective tariff hould have been provoked, because the 
high Republican protective tariff has been engaged in milking 
the American people ever since it was first enacted. I want tQ 
rise and defend my colleague the ·gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
Hl.rnsPETH] against the castigation of the gentleman from New 
York [1\lr. CROWTHER]. The gentleman from Texas charges the 
gentleman from New York with not having voted for a tariff 
on hides. 

Mr. LOWREY. I want to say, in defense of the gentleman 
from New York, that he is candid enough to speak of the Demo
cratic failure in New York as a disaster. I thought he ought to 
be given that credit; he was . speaking from the standpoint of 
the interest of the people. [Laughter.] 

Mr. COr\'11\ALLY of Texas. The gentleman from Texas 
charged the gentleman from New York with not having voted 
for a tariff on hides, while he voted for a tariff on articles 
manufactured from hides. That was of course a consistent 
charge. If the gentleman from New York really believed in e. 
protective tariff, if he believed in the broad, philosophical 
doctrine that a protective tariff is beneficial to all the commerce 
and all industry of all the people of the United States and not 
to a little, favored, preferred, and selected group of interests in 
the United States that is comprehended within the congres
sional district of the gentleman from New York, then that was 
a pertinent question and a pertinent charge by my colleague. I 
believe that my colleague believes in the tariff policy that 
covers the whole country, but the trouble is that when he makes 
such a charge about the gentleman from New York that kind of 
philosophical question does not reach his political conscience. 
He admits it on the floor. Why, he said: 

Yes; I believe in a p·rotective tariff on hides, provided that when you 
protect hides 15 cents worth you then put . a compensatory duty on 
shoes, not at 15 rents, but many, many time~ 15 cents. 

Mr. HUDSPETH. Fifty per cent on the value. 
Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. On a basis of 50 per cent on the 

value. At the time the hides amendment was pending an 
ordinary cowhide was selling for $1.20. 

Mr. HUDSPETH. And in many instances you could not get 
a Sf.lle. 

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. A cowhide was selling for $1.20, 
and a 15 per cent duty on it would have raised the tariff on one 
hide of one cow 18 cents. It was shown in the hearings and 
elsewhere that one cowhide would make several pairs of shoes. 

1\Ir. HUDSPETH. Oh, the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. 
HAWLEY] admitted that it would make 12 pairs of shoes, and 
he voted to take the tariff off of hides. 

1\Ir. co:NNALLY of Texas. Well, we will call it 10 pairs. 
I do not want to accept the statement of the gentleman from 
Oregon, but I will discount it and say 10 pairs-10 pairs of 
shoes large enough to house the feet of the gentleman from 
\Vest Virginia. Ten pairs of shoes. Now, let us suppose these 
shoes cost $4 a pair. I am talking about a conservatively low 
price on the shoes worn by the average of the American people 
wearing $4 shoes. If you are going to estimate the cost of shoes 
like the gentleman from West Virginia wears, it would prob
ably be $16 or 520, because we know that the gentleman from 
West Virginia wears the very best. 

Mr. ROSENBLOOM. The same hide would make four 
pairs of shoes for the gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. COI\~ALLY of Texas. I am selecting the gentleman 
from West Virginia because it is well known that he stands 
in this House as the modern reproduction of that famous 
English character, Beau Brummel. [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas 
has expired. 

Mr. BLANTON. I yield the gentleman five minutes more. 
M:r. COr\"'NALLY of Texas. Ten pairs of shoes-not at an 

aristocratic price, but at a plebeian price of $4 per pair would 
amount to $40. If you levy only 10 per cent on $40. worth of 
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shoes, the tariff would be $4, but if you wanted to levy 50 per 
cent, as the gentleman from New York [Mr. CROWTHER] wants 
to do, according to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. HUDSPETH], 
you would levy $20 protective tariff on those 10 pairs of 
shoes that came out of one hide, and the farmer would get 18 
cents protective tariff out of his part of the transaction. The 
constituents qf the great broad-minded gentleman from New 
1York who manufactures shoes would get $20 protective tariff 
in order to compensate them for the insignificant little 18 
. cents that the farmer would get. 

l\Iy friend from Texas [1\ir. 'VURZBAOH] twits some of us 
Texans on the Democratic side for not voting for a tariff on 
hides. The majority of us did not vote for a tariff on hides. 
Why? It would ha"Ve been to our immediate but temporary 
political ad>antage perhaps to ha"Ve tried to further this 
fraudulent. relief to our people, but we knew of the trap that 
the Republican side had set for us, anti that the moment we 
voted for a tariff on hides there would come from the Com
mittee on Ways and Means a compensatory duty, not for the 
purpose of compensating, but for the purpose of taking out 
of the other pocket of the farmer many times as much as the 
few coppers he might receiYe in one pocket from the duty on 
hides. We voted that way because we sensed the fact that 
this whole protective tariff theory is one of cold blooded selfish
ness-founded upon the 1·ule that might makes right-to take 
from one citizen and give to another. 1Ve knew the gentle
man from New York was not going to vote for a duty on hides, 
because we know he did not believe in the protective principle 
for all people, but only for the glove manufacturers who reside 
in his district and for the other protected interests that reside 
in his own district. And so he told the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. HuDSPETH], "Why, res; the trouble about hides 
was that you did not limit it to cow hides, and I have got 
some manufacturers in my district who use some other kind 
of skins." If it is right to tax cow hides with a protective 
tariff, why is it not right to tax all kinds of hides? 

Mr. HUDSPETH. And they use the farmer's skin up there 
also . . 

Mr. WURZBACH. 1\Ir. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. Yes. 
Mr. WURZBACH. I am wondering whether I am mistaken 

in the belief that my friend from Texas has declared himself 
on the floor of this House as being opposed to all sorts of the 
tariff, and that he is a free trader. 

Mr. CONNALLY of Texas. I shall be glad to frankly tell 
the gentleman how I stand. 

1\lr. WURZBACH. I think that would be a consistent policy. 
1\Ir. CONNALLY of Texas. l\ly friend, Mr. WURZBACH, may 

be in favor of all kinds of protective tariffs that may be enacted 
by the Republicans. In ab tract theory I am a free trader. 
However, in practice it is perhaps impracticable, since other 
countries have tariffs, and that policy has never been adopted 
by either one of the political parties in this country. l\Iy own 
party has ne>er adopted it, and I stand with my party. If 
I were in power in this House, if I levied a tariff -and I would, 
because a revenue or competitive tariff is advocated by the 
party to which I belong-! would levy a tariff not on a few 
articles, not on some articles, but I would levy a revenue tariff 
on practically every article that comes through the customs, 
whether it be a raw article or a manufactured article. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas 
has again expired. · 

l\Ir. CONNALI..~Y of Texas. Will not the gentleman yield 
me two minutes more? 

Mr. BLAJ\'TON. l\lr. Chairman, this is District day, and I 
think we ought to get on with District business. We can fight 
out the question of the tariff at some other time. However, I 
yield the gentleman two IQOre minutes, though I think we 
ought to go ahead with District business from now on. 

1\Ir. CONNALLY of Texas. I thank the gentleman. I would 
levy that duty on practically all things that come through the 
customhouse for the purpose of raising revenue, and the 
I'eason I would levy it on all things that come through the 
customhouse is because I would desire each article and each 
product to bear its proper relati>e burden, and when I did that 
I would destroy the inequities and inequalities of the Repub
lican tariff protective system! which is not based on that kind 
of theory, but which is based upon the theory that by taxing 
part of the people who receive no benefit from the tariff they 
are thereby enabled to enrich a few people represented by the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. CROWTHER] and other special 
interests in this country similarly represented. 

Mr. WURZBACH. I want to know how much revenue the 
gentleman would derive under: his system? -
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1\lr. CONNALLY of Texas. I can not, of course, answer 
that question without estimates as to volume of trade anq 
rates of duty. 

1\fr. HUDSPETH. \\.,.e raised $390,000,000 under the Under-· 
wood bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas 
has again expii·ed. 

1\Ir. ZIHLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. TINCHER] . 

Mr. TINCHER. Mr. Chairman, I take the floor here in the 
interest of harmony. I do not think we ought to have any 
bad feelings over this tariff question. I take the floor par
ticularly to call attention to the harmony that we ha>e in the 
State of Texas. As I understand my friend, 1\Ir. HUDSPETH, 
he is not only for a tariff but he had the nerve to say that 
he was for a tariff from the same platform where Mr. McAdoo 
denounced the tariff in his home State after the passage of the 
Underwood tariff law. 

1\Ir. HUDSPETH. And the gentleman might add also that in 
my congressional district Senator UNDERWOOD carried 39 
counties and Mr. McAdoo 1. 

Mr. TINCHER. The last gentleman from Texas [1\Ir. CoN
NALLY] who rose to defend his colleague against an attack, as 
he terms it, by the gentleman from New York [Mr. CROWTHER], 
is not as nearly in accord with the gentleman from Texas, 
whom he rose to defend, as is the gentleman from New York. 

He admits he is for free trade. He voted against a tariff on 
hides at the time when provincial New England was hiding 
behind the claim that they wanted a compensatory tariff on 
shoes. It was all bunk, and they know it [applause], because 
they do not import boots and shoes into this country, and when 
a man hunts that excuse for voting against. a protection on 
hides he is simply hunting an excuse to agree with a letter or a 
telegram which he had 1·eceived that morning from the manu
facturer in his home district asking him to vote against it. I 
congratulate the country on the fact that though the present 
leader of the Republican Party, our President, comes from the 
heart of that provincial region he is big enough to stand out 
and recommend to this Congress that we put a tariff on the 
farmers' products even though it be upon the raw material. 
[Applause.] I think there is some consolation in the fact 
that Massachusetts has at last furnished a President of the 
United States who has the nerve to be a protectionist. HerP.
tofore we have had about as many protectionists from Massa
chusetts as we ha>e had from Texas. 

I would like to agree with my Texas fi;iends who are in the 
livestock business, the same as I am, but when I get behind 
JonN GARNER on his competiti>e tariff-whatever that is-and 
try to follow CLAUDE [Mr. HUDSPETH] on the revenue tariff, and 
then Mr. CoNNALLY of Texas undertakes to define their position 
and winds up in a declaration for free trade, and then I hear 
the president of the great Tariff League of America, 1\Ir. Kirby, 
talk, I wonder if there are any two men in Texas who will 
agree on the tariff. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. There are a number. 
Mr. TINCHER. We do not get many votes from Texas and 

the South for a protecti>e tariff, and we do not get enough 
from New England, although the pro~pects are brighter. I 
want to repeat here that a man who >otes against a tariff on 
hides, claiming to do so for fear it will raise the vrice on 
shoes, he is talking to his district [applause], and he is not 
talking from any information he has acquired by a study of 
the subject. Of course, to-day is the first time I ever had an 
understanding that the Underwood tariff law was a great pro
tective measure. I did not know that hides were protected 
under it. I knew when we were about to repeal it an<l enact 
the Fordney-i\lcCumber tariff law that hides were cheaper and 
shoes were higher than they had ever been in the history of the 
country, and I know the fact that the >ote to put hides on the 
protective list has not reduced the price of shoes in this 
country. 

1\Ir. HUDSPETH. If the gentleman understood me to say 
that hides were protected under the Underwood bill, he is in 
error ; it was under the Dingley bill. 

l\lr. TINCHER. A Republican bill. There never was a 
Democratic tariff law that protected an agricultural product; 
there never was. Since the distinguished gentleman from Texas 
has had a position in the making of tariff bills, I understand he 
has always been able to take care of a little industry-mohair
and it has been protected. But that is a personal matter. The 
Democrats have never afforded the agricultural people of this 
country any protection on any article. [Applause.] 

Mr. ZIHLl\IAN. 1\lr. Chairman,' I ask for a reading of the 
bill. 
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Mr. BLANTON. M1·. Chairman, I yield three minutes to my
self. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ma1·yland is recog
nized. 

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman did not ask for any time. 
Mr. ZIHLMA.N. Will not the gentleman from Texas take 

fiy-e minutes later? 
Mr. BLANTON. No. r want it now, but will only take 

three minutes, Mr. Chairman, unless interruptions should cause 
me to take more. I still have much of my hour une:xhausted. 

Lots of us Texas fellows are together on this tariff question, 
let me say to the gentleman from New York. Why you take 
Mr. GARXER, Mr. HunSPETir, Mr. Jo:\'ES, and my elf, and possibly 
others that I could name, we voted for the emergency tariff bill 
because we belic,·ed that while we are for a tariff for revenue 
only yet as long a::; we have to levy ~500,000,000 and collect it 
thro~gh the customhouse, we just as well collect some of it 
upon some of the products of the farms and ranches and not 
all of it upon the finishetl articles of New England. Is not that 
a fair, square proposition? I Mr. RAINEY, of Illinois, willing 
to say that is not a proper Democratic idea? No; he has to 
admit it. He ill admit that we have to collect $500,000,000 a 
year through the customhouse. Why not levy part of it on 
farm and ranch products? Why do they want to put it all on 
mauufactured articles of New England? I do not. Why is 
not Mr. RAINEY willing to let some of that $500,000,000 go on 
the products of the farms and ranches·t These raw products 
of the farms and ranches will collect revenue just the same as 
the fini bed products of New England. Can any Democrat 
gainsay that? 

1\lr. CONNERY rose. 
l\1r. BLANTON. That is our position; is it not fair? Is 

there anything non-Democratic about that? That is all I want 
to say. 

1\Ir. ZIHLMAN. Mr. Chairmai_I, I ask for a reading of the 
bill. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Be it· enacted, etc., That from and after the passage. of this act none 

but pure, clean, and wholesome milk, cream, or ice cream conforming 
to the definitions hereinafter specified shall be produced in or shipped 
into the District of Columbia or held oT olrered for sale therein, and 
then only as hereinafter provided. 

Mr. LL~THICUM. 1\Ir. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. 'l'he Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read a. follows : 
Amendment offered by ~fr. LINTHICUM: On page 1, line 4, after the 

word " cream," insert the word "butter." 

Mr. ZIHLl\IAN. I wish the gentleman would explain fuUy 
the purposes of his amendment. 

1\Ir. LINTHICUM. 1\Ir. Chairman, in the Sixty-first Con
gres my attention was brought to the fact that dairy products 
should have an inspection by the United States Government, 
either in cooperation with local government or alone, for the 
protection of the life and property of the people of the United 
States. The resolution was as follows : 

.A resolution providing- for the appointment of five Members by the 
Speaker to investigate and report to this Ilouse-

.A. Whether conditions prevailing in dairies and dairy products 
seriously menace the health and property of the citizens of the United 
States. 

B. Whether Federal inspection and supervision, either alone or in 
cooperation with State and municipal inspection and supervision, Js 
neces ary to the reasonable protection of the health and property of 
the citizens of the United States. 

C. If so, then the best and most economic methods of inaugurating 
and enforcing such investigation and supervision. 

I am mighty happy that even though some years have passed 
we are now enacting a law which conforms to the snil'it and 
letter of the resolution which I introduced at the request of 
Mr. John Ferguson and his coworkers in the labor organization 
of Baltimore. I shall support and vote for the bill whole
heartedly, but I shall do all in my power to make it cover the 
whole field by also including butter. 

The re olution provided .that five men should be aJ.)pointed 
as a committee by the Speaker of this House, five Members 
of this House, to consider this resolution; to have hearings 
upon it, and to determine whether or not it should be enacted 
into law. Hearings were held before the Committee on Rules, 
but we were unable to have the resolution reported or con.
sidered. 

It was shown at that time that while there were 22,000,000 
milk cows in this country, yet 1 in every 10 was affected witl1 
tuberculosis. It was shown further that 6,000 children were 

dying in this country every year from bovine tuberculosis. 
While we were unable to get any action upon this resolution. 
we diu, however, get appropriations for the eradication of 
tuberculosis, and in conjunction with the Committee on Agri
culture, of which my personal friend from Nebraska. l\lr. 
Sloan, was a member, we were able at that time to get $250,000 
appropriated for the eradication of tuberculosis in cattle. 

The · following year we got $500,000 appropriated, and it 
might astonish some Member of this House to know that to
day the Agricultural appropriation bill contains an item of 
$3,560,000 for the eradication of tuberculosis in cattle. The 
result has been that this bovine tuberculosis has been wonder
fully reduced-! think to 3tir per cent of milk cattle-and that 
a far less number of children are dying to-day from bovine 
tuberculosis than in former years. 

It was shown in that hearing that children under 5 years 
of age who died from ~tuberculosis constituted 26 per ceitt of 
those who died from tuberculosis contracted from cattlP in
fected with bovine tuberculosis ; that of those between 5 and 
16 year of age 16 per cent died from bovine tuberculosis, and 
that 15 per cent of all tuberculous cases among children died 
of bovine tuberculo is. 

It was shown clearly by men familiar with the subject that 
the bacilli can be carried through butter, and why we provide 
that milk and cream and ice cream should be pure, to eliminate 
butter, one of the great essentials, is more than I can under
stand. 

Mr. KELLER. :Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. LINTHICUM. Yes. 
:Mr. KELLER. Has the gentleman ufficient knowledge of 

the bill to know whether it includes butter? 
Mr. LINTIDCUM. Well, if you intend to include butter 

further on, it ought to include it in this paragr:aph, which 
denotes for what pm·poses the bill is being enacted. 

1\fr. KELLER. Does the bill as it is now written contain 
the word " butter " ? 

1\Ir: LINTIDCUJ.\1. If it said anything concerning butter, it 
should be carried in this paragraph, so as to show that 'butter 
is also included in the provisions of this bill. 

Mr. KELLFJR. Suppose we added the word "pasteurized." 
How could we enforce the law by putting it in the bill? 

1\Ir. LINTHICUM. This bill says in its first section-
That from and after the passage of this act none but pure, cle-an, 

and wholesome milk, cream, or ice cream conforming to the de1initions 
hereinafter specified, shall be produced in or shipped into the District 
of Colwnbia or held or offere.d for sale therein, and then only as herein
after provided. 

The hereinafter provision, providing inspection from outside 
the District, is lines 2, 3, and 4, on page 2, as follows : 

Provided, That such milk or cream is produced or handled in accord
ance with the specifications of an authorized medical milk commission 
or a State board of health. 

The CHAIID!AN. The time of the gentleman from. Mary
land has exr>h·.ed. 

M.r. LINTHICUM. Mr. Chairman, may I have three minutes 
additional? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman n·om Maryland a~·ks 
unanimous consent to proceed for three minutes additional. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 
1\Ir. LINTIIICUM. Why not say butter also, which is made 

of the raw product, if you want to protect the people of this 
District from the effects of impure milk products? If you are 
going to inspect these dairies, it is just as essential for our 
people to have pure butter as pure milk and cream. Sixty per 
cent of the bacilli is carried in the cream, and butter is made 
of this cream. 

Mr. BRAND of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. LINTHICUM. Yes. 
Mr. BRAND of Ohio. Is the gentleman aware of the fact 

that the butter- is not made here from the milk produced in the 
dairies that this bill covers?. 

Mr. LINTIDCUM. I am. That is one of the troubles. The 
butter is made from milk and cream. produced, in many crues, 
far distant from this District. Sometimes the milk is so fer
mented that it has been known to blow the top off. the can, :l.lld 
yet you would inspect and investigate the farms and products 
of our near-by farmers and compel pasteurization; but if the 
butter comes here from far beyond, no matter how made nor 
how impure, it may come in without hesitation. . 

Mr. BRAND of Ohio. If '"e undertake to in ·vect butter~ 
must we not go back to where the butter is produced? 
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- 1\Ir. LINTHICUM. No. It is provided that it should come 
under the supervision of the board of health of that State, as 
I ha>e mentioned above, as provided by lines 2, 3, and 4 on 
page 2. 

1\lr. BRAND of Ohio. Does not the gentleman realize that 
ice cream is exempted under this law on account of the fact 
that they go off to a distance to get the milk? 

1\lr. LINTHICUM. Why should it be allowed to come impure 
because from afar? I think the District of Columbia ought 
to be paramount in all things, and that it ought to be para
mount in the protection of the health of its people. It ought 
to be an example to all parts of- the country, and nothing 
should be exempted that affects the health of the people of 
this District, whether from near-by or more distant States. 
~hat is sauce for the goose is sauce for the gander. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from 1\lary
Jand has again expired. 

l\Ir. 1\IOORE of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I think if the gen
tleman from Maryland [Mr. Lr THICUM] had worked on this 
bill as some others have done, he would not advance this 
proposition. All the butter that comes into the District moves 
in interstate commerce, and it is directly under the supervision 
of the Department of Agriculture. The Department of Agri
culture establishes a standard and directs the tests that are 
to be made, and the Department of Agriculture acts in close 
cooperation with the authorities of the District of Columbia. 
There has not been any suggestion at all that anything can be 
. accomplished by dealing with butter in this bill. 

l\Ir. LINTHICUM. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
1\Ir. MOORE of Virginia. Yes. 
Mr. LINTHICUM. I want to say to the gentleman that I 

do not know how hard his committee has worked on this 
proposition, but I know that I worked on it for years before 
the gentleman came here. On page 4 you provide--

Provided, That such milk or cream is produced or handled in accord
ance with. the specifications of an authorized medical milk commission 
or a State boord of health. 

Why should not that be applied to butter? 
11flr. MOORE of Virginia. Simply because there is no neces

·sity, and the health officer of the District has not detected any 
necessity for that. As a matter of fact there is not any com
plaint at all, such as my friend from Maryland suggests, that 
impure butter is coming into the District. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. Then that shows the gentleman has not 
read the hearings on these matters. 

Mr. ZIHLl\fAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con ent 
that all debate on this section and all amendments thereto do 
now close. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland asks 
unanimous consent that all debate on this section and all 
amendments thereto do now clos~. Is there objection? [After 
a pause.] The G1lair hears none. The question is on the 
amendment offered by tbe gentleman from Maryland. 

1\Ir. BOX. Mr. Chairman, may we have the amendment 
again reported? 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection the Clerk will again 
report the amendment. 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk again reported the amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 

by the gentleman from Maryland. 
The question was taken; and on a di>ision (demanded by 

Mr. LINTHICUM) there were--ayes 7, noes 35. 
Mr. LINTHICUM. l\Ir. Chairman, I make the point of no 

quorum. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 1\laryland makes 

the point of order that no quorum is present. The Ohair "·ill 
count. [After counting.] One hundred and one Members are 
present, a quorum. 

So tlle amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
SEC. 2. That no person shall keep or maintain a dairy or dairy 

farm within the District of Columbia, or produce for sale any milk 
or cream therein, or bring or send into said District for sale, any milk, 
cream, or ice cream without a permit so to do from the health 
officer of said District, and then only in accordance with the terms 
of said permit. Said permit shall be for the calendar year only 
in which it is issued and shall be renewable annually on the 1st day 
of January of each calendar year thereafter. Application for said 
permit shall be in writing upon a form prescribed by said health 
officer and shall be accompanied by such detailed description of the 
dair~· or dairy fat·m or other place where said milk, cream, or ice 
cream are produced, handled, stored, manufactured, sold, or offered 
for sale as the said health officer may require, and shall be accom-

panied by a certificate signed by an official of the health department 
of the District of Columbia, the United States Department of Agri: 
culture, OL' some veterinarian authorized by the United States De
partment of Agriculture or the health departm'ent of the District 
of Columbia, detailed for the purpose, certifying that the cattle 
producing such milk or cream are physically sound, and in the case 
of milk or cream held, offered for sale, or sold as such shall in 
addition be accompanied by a certificate signed by one of the officials 
aforesaid certifying the cattle producing such milk or cream have 
reacted negatiYely to the tuberculin test as prescribed by the Bureau 
of Animal Industry, United States Department of Agriculture, within 
one year previous to the filing of the application: P1·ovided, That a 
permit may be issued to a corporation, partnership, or mutual asso
ciation to ship milk and cream under the same conditions as the 
individual shipper: Provided further, That the health officer may 
accept the certification of a State or municipal health officer: .And 
pmvided f"rther, That final action on each application shall, if 
practicable, be taken within 30 days after the receip. of such applica
tion at the health departm·ent. 

With the following committee amendment: 
On page 3, beginning in line 1, strike out all of lines 1, 2, 3, 4, and 

5, and insert in lieu thereof : "Pro1:ided, That the word 'person ' in 
this sectiou shall include firms, associations, partnerships, and cor
porations, as well as individuals: And p1·ot·idcd fttrther." 

Mr. LAMPERT. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment to 
the committee amendment . 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin offers an 
amendment to the committee amendment which the Clerk will 
report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. I...Al\IPERT proposes that the committee amendment, on page 3, 

be amended so as to read as follows : "P1·ovillcd, That the words 
' person or persons ' in this act shall be taken and construed to include 
firms, associations, partnerships, and corporations, as well as indi· 
viduals : And fJ1'0Vicled fm·tlzcr." 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend· 
ment offered by the gentleman from Wisconsin by way of a 
substitute for the committee amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question recurs on the committee 

amendment as amended. 
The committee amendment as amended was agreed to. 
Mr. LINTHICuM. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland offers an 

amendment which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. LrNTmcuM: Page 1, line 11, aftet· the 

word "milk," insert "butter"; on page 2, line 1, after the word 
"milk," inset·t "butter"; on page 2, line 10, after the word "milk," 
insert "butter"; on page ~. line 22, after the word "milk," insert 
the word "butter." 

Mr. BLANTON. l\Ir. Chairman, I make a point of order 
against the amendment. This is a bill to regulate within 
the District of Columbia the sale of milk, cream, and ice 
cream, and for other purposes. It has no reference whateyer 
to butter, and the amendment is not germane. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Ohair will hear the gentleman from 
l\Iaryland. 

l\lr. LINTHIOUl\I. l\1r. Chairman, this bill is to pro-vide 
pure, clean milk products. It is true it mentions milk, cream, 
and ice cream, but butter is as much a milk product as any of 
the ethers. It certainly seems that if the word " butter " is 
germane anywhere it ought to be germane in this bill, which 
is providing for the health of the people of the District of Co
lumbia and to protect them against unclean milk and other milk 
products. 

l\Ir. MOORE of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, if that is a tenable 
argument, then we might extend this bill to cheese. 

Mr. LINTHIOUl\1. Why should it not be extended to cheese? 
1\Ir. MOORE of Virginia. And, more remotely, candy, into 

which milk enters, and other articles. 
l\lr. LI:i\""THIOUl\1. Why should they not be protected? Why 

should we limit protection to our people merely for expediency? 
I ha>e just been informed by a gentleman interested in this 
bill that if we include butter we could not pass the bill. For 
expediency we mu t eliminate the great butter industry from 
compliance. 

l'.lr. BLANTON. Butter was not included in the bill because 
we already have a law protecting butter. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Maryland desire 
to be heard any further? 

Mr. LINTHIOUl\1. No; not on the point of order. 



.... 

3328 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE JfEBRUARY 9 

• The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that there is room 
for doubt on the question of germanene s, in the opinion of the 
Chair, with 1·eferencre to this amendment. The Chair's atten
tion has been ealled to a bill prohibiting the importation of 
goods "made in whole or in part by convict, pauper, or d~ 
tained labor, or made in whole or in part from materials which 
have been made in whole or in part or in any manner manipu
lated by convict prison labor," to which an amendment pro
hibiting the importation of goods made by child labor was 
held not germane on the ground that labor described in the 
bill constituted a single class of labor. The decision was by 
Speaker Clark on 1\larch 25, 1914, and occurs on page 5481 of 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD for the second session of the Sixty
thh·d O>ngress. In other words, a di tinction was made with 
re-ference to the method in and conditions under which goods 
were manufactured, although the goods were all of the same 
class. In the bill now pending all of the provi ions, including 
the first sectioiJ, which has already been adopted, relate en
tirely and solely to milk, cream, and ice cream. It is a matter 
of common knowledge that they belong to a elass which, if 
subjected to any processes whatever, are subjected to entirely 
different proce ses from those to which butter, cheese, and other 
like products made of the same raw materials would be sub
jected, and for that 1·ea on it seems to the Chair that the 
amendment is not germane. An entirely different system of 
supervision .and treatment would have to be provided for butter 
than is contemplated by this bill for milk, cream, and ice cream. 
'l'berefore the point of order is sustained. 

The C~erk read as follows: 
SEc. 3. That the health officer is hereby authorized and empowered 

to suspend any permit i sued under authority of this aet whenever 
in his opinion the public health is endangered by the im1>urity or un
wholesomeness of the milk supply of any such farm, co.JJpOration. part
nership, or mutual association, and such su pension shall remain in 
force until such time as the said health officer is satisfied the danger 
no longer continues : Provided, That whenever nny permit is sus· 
pended the health officer shall furnish in writing to the holder of said 
permit his reasons for such suspension, and the dealer receiving such 
milk or cream shall also be promptly notified by the health officer of 
such suspension. 

Mr. LAMPERT. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
The CHAIRl\lA.N. The gentleman from Wisconsin offers an 

amendment which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment o!l'ered by Mr. LAMPERT : On page 3, lines 15 and 16, 

strike out the words " supply .of any such farm, corporation, partner
ship, or mutual association," and insert in lieu thereof after the word 
" milk " in line 15, the words " cream or ice cream supplied by any 
person." 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I rise in opposition. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin de-

sire to be heard on his amendment? 
Mr. BLANTON. Why is this amendment offered? 
Mr. LAMPERT. This is to clarify the language. 
Mr. BLANTON. This is not a committee amendment. The 

committee has not agreed on this amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas is recognized 

unless the gentleman from Wisconsin desires to be heard. 
Mr. BLANTON. This amendment ought not to be put in 

because if it is put in here it does not prevent a firm or cor
poration or partnership or mutual association from doing the 
very things we are seeking to prevent them from doing. Yon 
are confining it only to a person and you are letting these other 
concerns---

Mr. LAMPERT. Mr. Chairman, I believe I can explain the 
amendment to the gentleman from Texas if the gentleman will 
yield. 

Mr. BLANTON. I yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. HILL of Maryland. May we have the amendment re

ported again? 
Mr. BLANTON. I do not yield for that purpose. I have 

the floor and I yield to the gentleman from Wisconsin. 
Mr. LAMPERT. If the gentleman will refer to line 5, page 

3, he will see that we have adopted an amendment which pro
vides that the word "person " in this act shall include firms, 
associations, partnerships, and corporations, as well as indi
viduals. It was simply to clarify the language that this 
amendment was offered to omit those words. 

Mr. BLANTON. The amendme-nt is all right. The gentle
man has made a wise explanation. 

Mr. BURTNESS. 1Vill the gentleman yield just a moment? 
The amendment that has been adopted does not say "the 

words 'person' in this act," but u in this seetion." 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Th.at language bas been amended 
and it now refe-rs to the act. . 

Mr. BURTNESS. Then that is all right. 
The OHAIRl\IAN. The question is on the amendment offered 

by the gentleman from Wisconsin. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. LINTHICUM. 1\Ir. Chairman) I offer an amendment, at 

line 15, after the word "milk," to in ert the words " cream or 
ice cream." -

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to the gentleman 
from Maryland that the amendment ju t adopted offered by 
the gentleman from Wi consin includes those words. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. I should like to have it again reported. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland asks 

unanimous consent that the amendment just adopted may be 
read by the Clerk for information. Is there objection? [After 
a pause.] The Chair hears none. · 

The amendment was read for information. 
Mr. LINTIDCUM. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw my amend

ment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
SEC. 4. That nothing in this act shall be construed to prohibit In

terstate shipments of milk or cream into the District o! Columbia for 
manufacturing into ice cream: Prov-ided, That such milk or cream is 
produced or handled in accordance with the specifications of an au
thorized medical milk commission o:r a State board of health. 

Mr. BURTNESS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word for the purpose of asking a question. In the opinion 
of the committee, do the provi ions of thls bill apply to inter
state shipments of evaporated milk or condensed milk, so 
called? 

Mr. MOQRE of Virginia. The section we are now upon? 
1\Ir. BURTNESS. I refer to the bill as a whole, but the 

question came to my mind particularly upon reading section 4. 
The thought occurred to me that it may be ambiguous and that 
it may by its general terms apply to evaporated milk as well 
as to whole milk. 

. Mr. MOORE of Virginia. The gentleman is speaking about 
reconstructed milk and skimmed milk, and o forth? • 

Mr. BURTNESS. I mean the ordinary condensed milk, par
ticularly. We have a Federal law, of course, against the ship
ment in interstate commerce of filled milk. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Subsequent provisions in the bill 
deal with that subject. My eye falls upon one such provision 
which is contained in section 10 and which the gentleman may 
look at without my reading it. 

1\Ir. BURT~"'ESS. Is it the intention of the committee that 
this act, in a general way, is to prohibit interstate shipments 
of condensed milk into the District of Col11.tnbia unless there 
is a permit and things of that sort obtained by the factory 
which produces such milk? 

Mr. ZIHLMAN. I call the gentleman's attention to page 7 of 
the bill, section 13, which defines what milk is. 

Mr. ·CLAGUE. That covers it. It do.es not apply to evapo
rated milk. 

Mr. BURTNESS. The intention is to leave ·out evaporated 
milk, I take it. 

Mr. ZIHL::\iAN. Yes. 
1\fr. BOYLAN. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Yol'k offers an 

amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Amendment offered by Mr. BOYLAN: On page 4, line 4, after tbe 

word " health," insert : " Provided, That the same standard of regula
tion is maintained by said commission or said board of health as is 
provided in this act." 

Mr. BOYJ..AN. Mr. Chairman, the idea of this amendment is 
that the milk or c1·eam used in the manufacture of ice cream 
may be as pure . as the milk and cream required for admi sion 
into the District, in order th~t we may be pl'otected from 
poisoning from impure milk or cream. We want to be pro
tected from indirect poisoning by the use of impure milk or 
cream in the manufacture of ice cream. I think the amend
ment safeguards the purposes of the bill. 

Mr. ZIHLJUAN. Mr. Chairman, I call attention to the fact 
that the adoption of this amendment would be unwise. This 
section deals with the shipment of milk in interstate com
merce, and in the second place it would make it necessary that 
all State laws should conform to the laws of the District of 
Columbia in relation to the regulation of milk and cream. I 
think it would be very unwise to adopt it at this time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from New York. 

The question was taken, and the ~endment was rejected. 
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Mr. LINTHICUM. 1\lr. Chairman, I offer the following 

amendment: In line 2, page 4, after the word "milk," strike 
out the word "or," and after the word "cream," insert "or 
ice cream." 

The CHAin:MAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows ; 
Page 4, line 2, after the word "milk," strike out the word "or," 

and after the word ''cream" insert the words "or ice cream." 

Mr. LINTHICUM. Mr. Chairman, I take it that the com
mittee proposed to include ice cream here as they have in 
the previo.us parts and subsequent parts of the bill. The 
gentleman from Virginia speaks about butter being interstate 
and that we could not protect it. It seems to me that under 
this provision, page 4, " that such milk or cream as produced 
or handled in accordance with the specifications of an author
ized medical milk commission or a State board of health ,,. 
we ought to be abie to protect the District of Columbia against 
impure butter or butter-carrying germs just as much as we 
can protect milk or cream or ice cream. I am not speaking 
for the purpose of delay or anything of that kind, but medical 
experts tell us so clearly and in such specific language that 
bacilli can be transported in butter and kept alive for a long 
while, and I am talking for the protection of the people against 
impure butter. In milk and cream you propose to pasteurize 
it, and if there are any germs in it you propose to kill the 
germs so that they will not affect people, and at the same 
time you allow them to bring in butter without inspection, 
butter made from the raw product with no pastem'ization or 
anything of that kind. I am very anxious to protect the peo
ple of the District against that raw product which has not 
been pasteurized. 

l\fr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman has not 
caught the meaning of this section. This section provides that 
where the milk and cream is shipped into the District for 
making ice cream it can not come in without proper inspection. 
His amendment puts in ice cream, and ice cream has no 
reference to the section at all. It is milk and cream that 
goes into the manufacture of ice cream. He has misread the 
paragraph. 

Mr. ZIHLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I agree with what the gen
tleman from Texas has said. This section deals with the 
shipment of milk for the manufacture of ice cream. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. ·where does it specify that it is the 
shipment for the manufacture of ice cream? 

Mr. ZlliLl\1AN. The gentleman can read the section, it is 
not necessary for me to read it to him. 

1\Ir. LINTHICUM. The provision means that in case the 
milk or cream comes from outside of the District of Columbia 
it shall come under health laws of that State for inspection. 
Suppose the ice cream comes from outside? Why does not 
this apply clearly to that? 

The CHAIRl\IAN. The question is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Maryland. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
"Pasteurized milk·~ is milk produced from healthy cows, as deter

mined by the physical examination and tuberculin test as hereinbefore 
provided for "raw" milk. Said milk shall be pasteurized under 
regulations prescribed by the health officer. The milk immediately 
after being pasteurized shall be cooled to a temperature of not more 
than 45° F. and maintained to at least such temperature. The 
farm on which the milk is produced must rate not less than 70 
per cent, the dairy from whieh said milk is sold or distributed not 
less than 85 per cent, and the cows producing the milk no• less than 
90 per cent on the rating cards now in use by the health department 
of the District of Columbia. It shall not contain less than 3.5 per 
cent of butte1· fat or 11.5 per cent total solid&; nor shall it contain 
when delivered to the consumer more than 50,000 bacteria, total 
count, per cubie centimeter, and be free from colon bacilli and other 
pathogenic organisms and all visible dirt. No such milk shall be 
pasteurized mot>e than one time. 

Mr. LAMPERT. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend
ments. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Page 9, lines 9 and 10, strike out the words "now in use by " and in

aert in lieu thereof " in use at the time by." 
Page 9, line 13, strike out the word " fifty " and insert the word 

"twenty." 

The CHAIRl\IAN. The question is on the amendments offered 
by the gentleLO.an from Wisconsin. 

The question was taken, and the amendments were agreed to. 
Mr. WHITE of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 

out the last word in order to ask the chairman of the commit-

tee a question. On page 9, lines 5 and 6, is this language : 
"The farm on which the milk is produced must rate not less 
than 70 per cent." I would like to ask what that means? 

Mr. ZIBLMAN. I will ask the gentleman from Wisconsin 
to give the gentleman the information. 

1\Ir. KELLER. I can answer the gentleman's question. 
That refers to th'e condit ion of the farm. They have an inspgc
tion of the farm and it must have a rating of not less than 
70 per cent. 

1\lr. WHITE of Kansas. They have a rating of 70 per cent 
according to a certain standard? 

Mr. KELLER. Yes. 
Mr. WHITE of Kansas~ Does that include the condition of 

the buildings ? 
1\Ir. KE-LLER. Yes; everything, the sanitary condition. 
1\ir. wmTE of Kansas. That is a new phrase to me, some

thing I neYer heard of before, I am frank to say, and I did 
not understand it. 

Mr. KELLEJR. In my judgment this is not high enough, 
but as long as the committee has agreed on 70 per cent, I am 
willing to agree to it. 

l\fr. WHI-TE of Kansas. Does it go to the extent of the qual
ity or the variety of the food products produced or fed to the 
dairy stock, or can the gentleman say? 

1\lr. KELLER This refers more to the conditions on the 
farm, . the buildingB, and so forth. 

Mr. BURTNESS. Of course, the 70 per cent is qualified by 
the words " on the rating cards now in use by the Health De
partment of the District of Columbia." That wording, how
ever, has been modified by the amendment of the gentleman 
from Wisconsin [Mr. LAMPERT], and I take it that this com
mission which has power to determine these cards is granted 
Yery broad discretion, and that nobody could tell to-day what 
that commission may decide to be advisable to put on these 
rating cards, or what test to use 1 year or 2 years or 10 years 
from now. 

Mr. KELLER. That is correct. 
1\fr. BURTNESS. And I take it that the committee has con

fidence in the commission to be established and that it is pre
sumed that it will exei·cise good judgment in the matter. 

1\lr. KhlLLER. It would be impractical for us to suggest to 
this House the exact regulations that usually are applied to 
this 70 per cent or 80 per cent. 

.!Ur. BURTNESS. Seventy per cent may be a very stringent 
regulation or it may be just the opposite, depending entirely 
upon the kind of regulations that would be prepared and made 
applicable by the commission which under this bill is given 
authority to make the regulation. 

1\ir. KELLER. That is, if they have regulations which are 
not in themselves drastic, 70 per cent would be low. 

Mr. BURTNESS. But if, on the other hand, they are in 
themselves drastic, then 70 per cent might be high. 

Mr. KELLER. 'rhat is correct. 
Mr. WHITE of Kansas. If it were required that the build

ings sboula conform to a certain standard, then there are stand· 
ard buildings that are erected tiy many dairymen who are in 
the business continually, and yet they may not be uniform to a 
particular standard. Other conditions might be very satis· 
factory, so far as the health of the animals is concerned, and 
if the commission requires conformation to that standard of 
buildings they might put the producer out of business. 

l\fr. KELLER. I do not think that is possible, because we 
apply the average by pe:r:centage. The man may not have a 
well-constructed barn, but he may have a very sanitary barn, 
and the average gives him a chance. 

'l~he CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Kansas 
bas expired. 

1\lr. BURTNESS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the time of the gentleman be extended for two 4Jr three 
minutes, as I think he can answer some questions that I have 
in mind. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is the1·e objection? 
There was no objection. 
l\fr. BURTNESS. I am sure the gentfeman from Kansas can 

advise me as to what the word "complete," in line 3, page 7, 
means, and as to what difference is obtained in the milk from 
a complete milking of a cow and an incomplete milking of 
a cow? 

Mr. WIDTE of Kansas. I think that is self-evidence, and 
it is ponderous, and almost as important as the nursery 
rhyme-

If all the world were apple pie and all the seas were ink 
And all the trees were bread and cheese, what would we do 

for drink? 
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Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, may I say to the 
gentleman that I have just had some valuable information 
given to me by a practical dairyman upon that point? He says 
that it is an important provision, because there may be a differ
ence between a portion of the milking and another portion 
of the milking-the stripping. The idea is to .make it a com
plete milking of the cow, and that seems to be the view ex
pressed by those who appeared before the committee and the 
health officer him elf when this bill was under consideration. 

lUr. LINTHICUM. 1\lr. Chairman, I move to amend by 
striking out "70" and inserting "85" in line 6, page 9. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from :Maryland offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Page 9, Jine 6, strike out the figures " 70 " and insert in lieu thereof 

the figures "85." 

Mr. LINTHICUM. Mr. Chairman, I do not want to discuss 
that at any length except to say that you are requiring that 
the dairies shall be 85 per cent, and it does seem to me that if 
the dairies where the milk is to be handled must be 85 per 
cent the farms ought at least to be equal to the dairy. 

Mr. ZIHLl\IAN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. LINTHICUM. Yes. 
Mr. ZIHLMAN. I call the gentleman's attention to the fact 

that this matter of percentages is left in the hands of the 
health officers. He may make stl'ict regulations or lenient 
regulations. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. The farm might contain 500 acres, 
and it might be entirely reasonable to require a percentage 
of 70 per cent, so far as the farm is concerned; but the dairy 
is the immediate place where the milk is handled, and there 
might be and ordinarily is reason why a higher percentage 
should be required so far as the dairy is concerned. It is 
upon that new that the health officers act. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. That is not what I twderstood. I 
understood that 70 per cent was based on the condition of the 
buildings and the machinery on the farm. I do not think it 
ought to apply to the 500 acres of land. I refer to the discus
sion of the que tion here to-day. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. I think my friend misunderstood. 
If anybody inadvertently said that the 70 per cent meant just 
the buildings and the machinery, I think he would withdraw 
that opinion, because that percentage applies to the entire 
farm. The dairy is rated higher, and the cows still higher, 90 
per cent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Maryland. 

The amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
SEC. 17. That every pe-rson, or persons, receiving a permit to ship 

milk or cream into the District of Columbia from any creamery, or 
receiving station, aforesaid, shall keep posted at all times in such 
creamery, or receiving station, the names of all persons licensed under 
this act who are delivering milk or cream at any such creamery, or 
receiving station, and shall keep a. record o! all milk and cream re
ceived, and furni h from time to time a sworn statement giving such 
Information relative thereto as the said health officer may require. The 
health officer of the District of Columbia shall have power by regula
tion to include other places than creameries, or receiving stations, 
under the provisions of this section, from time to time, as may be 
necessary in his judgment. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an 
nmendment. Page 11, line 10, after the word "milk" strike 
out the word "or," and after the word "cream" insert "or ice 
<:ream." 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Amendment offered by Mr. LINTHICUM : Page 11, line 10, after the 

word "!Dilk" strike out the word "or," and after the word "cream" 
insert •• or ice cream." 

~'he question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
SEc. 19. That any person or persons ·violating any of the provisions 

of this act, or of any of the regulations promulgated hereunder, shaH, 
on conviction, be punished for tbe first oO:ense by a fine of not more 
than $10; for the second otrense by a fine of not more than $50, and 
for any subsequent offenses within one year a fine of not more than 
$500, or by imprisonment in the workhouse for not more than 30 days, 
or l>y both such fine and imprisonment, in the discretion of tbe court, 
and in addition any license issued under authority of this act may be 
J.•evok('(l. rrosecutions hereunder shall be in the police court by the 
District of Columbia. 

1\Ir. 1\IcKEOWN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word in order to ask the chairman a question. Is there 
any provision here for the punishment, on the other hand, of 
the health department if they make a discrimination between 
these people? You go after the fellow who brings in milk 
without a license. Suppose the health department arbitrarily 
or without any just right or cause refuses to grant a license 
for them to come in. 

Mr. ZIHLMAN. The distinguished gentleman from Okla
homa was a distinguished jul'ist of his State, and the gentle
man knows the laws would apply in case of a discrimination 
a they would apply--

Mr. 1\IcKEOWN. But I am talking about the health board 
who issues the license. 

Mr. ZIIILMAN. I will say there is ample law in the Dis
trict to take care of matters of that kind. 

1\Ir. McKEOWN. I withdraw the pro forma amendment. 
1\Ir. LINTHICUM. Will the gentleman from 1\Iaryland yield 

for one question? 
Mr. ZIHLMAN. Yes; if I have the floor. 
1\Ir. LINTHICUM. I want to ask the gentleman why it ts 

in section 18 you leave out the words "ice cream," and also pre
vious to that? Why is not ice cream included in that place? 
There is no use in my offering an amendment, because the 
gentleman opposes it, and it is voted down, but I do not under
stand why the bill, which is to provide for pure milk, pure 
cream, and ice cream, when it comes to section 18 and along 
there the term " ice cream " is excluded. Is there any reason 
for it? 

1\Ir. ZIHLMAN. That section only refers to shipments within 
the District. 

1\Ir. LINTHICUM. It says, 11 That no person in the District 
of Columbia licensed under this act shall receive any milk or 
cream from any source," and so forth. Why should it not 
be " any milk, cream, or ice cream "? 

1\Ir. BLAKTON. We get some good ice cream from Balti
more once in a while. 

1\Ir. LINTHICUM. That is all right; if you get it from 
Baltimore, it will be good. You get good oysters, too; but that 
language ought to be in the bill. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the reading of the bill. 
Mr. ZIHLl\lAN. 1\fr. Chairman, I move the committee do 

now rise and report the bill back to the House with the amend
ments, with the recommendation that the amendments be 
agreed to, and that the bill as amended do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re

sumed the chair, 1\Ir. CHINDBLOM, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that 
that committee having had under consideration the bill S. 
2803 had directed him to report the same back to the House 
with sundry amendments with the recommendation {hat the 
amendments be agreed to and that the bill as amended do pass. 

1\Ir. ZIHL~IAN. 1\Ir. Speaker, I move the previous question 
on the bill and amendments to final passage. 

The previous question was ordered. 
1\Ir. J-'INTHICUl\I. 1\Ir. Speaker, I make the point that there 

is no quorum present. 
The SPEAKER. It is clear there is no quorum present. 
:Ur. ZIHLl\IAN. I move a call of the House. 
A call of the House was ordered. 
The Clerk called the roll, and the following Members failed 

to answe~ to their names : 

Anderson 
Anthony 
Ayres 
Bell 
Berger 
Black, N.Y. 
Bloom 
Bowling 
Britten 
Browne, N. ;r. 
Buchanan 
Buckley 
Burdick 
Burton 
Cable 
Cru·ter 
Celler 
Clark, Fin. 
Cleary 
Co1e, Ohio 
Collins 
Connolly, Pa. 
Cook 
Corning 

[Ron No 57] 
Cullen 
Cummings 
Curry 
Davey 
Dem\>sey 
Domrnick 
Edmonds 
Evans, Iowa 
Fairfield 
Faust 
Favrot 
Fenn 
Jfish 
l' oster 
Frear 
Fredericks 
Freeman 
Funk 
Gallivan 
Geran 
Gifford 
Gilbert 
Glatfelter 
Goldsborough 

Griest 
Griffin 
Hastings 
Haugen 
Jiawf"s 
Ro1aday 
Howard, Okla. 
Hudson 
Hull, William E. 
Humphreys 
.Tohnson, Ky. 
.Johnson, W.Va. 
Kelly 
Kent 
Kincheloe 
Kindred 
Kunz 
J~anglf"y 
Lankford 
Larson, Minn. 
Leatherwood 
Lee, Ga. 

t~asay 

Lyon 
McKenzie 
McNulty 
Magee, Pa. 
Mapes 
Mead 
Michaelson 
Miller, 111. 
Mills 
Minahan 
Montague 
Moore, Ill. 
Morin 
Nelson, Wis. 
Newton, Mo. 
Nolan 
'O'Brien 
O'Conn ell, N.Y. 
O'Connot·, N.Y. 
l'alge 
Parks, Ark. 
Perkins 
Perlman 
l'hillips 
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Porter 
Pou 
Purnell 
Quayle 
Rct>d, Ark. 
R ed, w. va. 
Richards 
Roach 
Rogers, Mass. 
Rogers, N. H. 
Rouse 
Sa bath 

Schafer 
Schall 
Schneider 
Scott 
Sears, Nebr. 
Sears, Fla. 
Snyder 
Sproul, Ill. 
Sproul, Kuns. 
Sullivan 
Sumners, Tex. 
Sweet 
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Swoope_ 
Tague 
Taylor, Colo. 
Taylor, Tenn. 
Thomas, Ky. 
'l'readway 
'l'ydings 
Vare 
Vinson. Ga. 
Voigt 
Ward, N.Y. 
Ward,N. C. 

Wason 
Weaver 
Weller 
Wertz 
Wilson, Miss. 
Wilson, Ind. 
Woltr 
Wood 
Woodrutr 
Yates 

The SPEAKER. The Doorkeeper will open the doors. The 
question is on the engrossment and third reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be ene"rossed and read the third 
time, was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BLANTO~, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. Two hundred and eighty-nine Members 
h ave answered to their names; a quorum is present. 

Mr. l\IOORE of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, there have been a good 
many inquiries about the rates under the proposed postal pay 
bill, and I ask unanimous consent to extend my remarks in the 
RECORD by having printed a comparison of the present rates in 
the law and those given under the proposed bill as furnished 
by the Post Office Department. 

1\lr. ZIHLl\lAN. 1\lr. Speaker, I move to dispense with fur
ther proceedings under the call. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The motion was agreed to. The table is as follows : 

Statement showing comparison between the pressnt rates of postage with those in H. R. 11.4.-U as reported to the House 

Mail matter 

Class Present rates Proposed rates 
Character 

' 

.First _________________________ Post cards (private mailing cards)------------------------- 1 cent e~h----·----------------------- 2 cents each. 
Second. ______________________ Transient _________________________________________________ 1 cent each 4 ounces·------------------ 8 ounces and under, 2 cents ea6h- 2 

Third ••••• _: •• _ ••• __ • ____ ••• _ 

Publishers: 
Scientific, agricultnral, and religious (reading and 

advertising). 
Newspapers andP eriodicals, zone rates advertising-

Zones 1 and 2 ··---------------------------------
Zone 3. _ ---------------------------------------
Zone 4.------------------------------ ----~------
Zone 5 ••• -:.. __ ------------------------------------
Zone 6----------------------------------~-----
Zone 7------------------------------------------
Zone 8 __ .•• --------- _ -----------------------------

Printed matter ____ ----------------- •• --------------------

Books, catalogues, seeds, bulbs, cuttings, roots, scions, and 

ounces; over 8 ounces, parcel post 
rates. 

1~ cents per pound ___________________ 1~ cents per pound. 

2 cents per pound.-------------------- }3 ce ts pe pound 
3 cents per pound.-------------------- n r · 
5 cents per pound---------------------} 
6 cents per pound·------------------- 6 cents per pound. 7 cents per pound ____________________ _ 
9 cents per pound _____________________ tg cents per pound. 
10 cents per pound ____________________ J: 
4 pounds and under, 1 cent each 2 8 ounces and under, 1~ cents each 

ounces; over 4 pounds, fourth class. 2 ounces; over 8 ounces, fourth class. 
(See under fourth class) __ ------------- 8 ounces and under, 1 cent each 2 

ounces; over 8 ounces, fourth class. plants. 
Merchandise •• _.------------------------------------------ (See under fourth class.------------ __ 8 ounces and under, l~ cents each 

2 ounces. 
Fourth ______________________ Books, catalogues, seeds, bulbs, cuttings, roots, scions, and 8 ounces and under, 1 cent each 2 

plants. ounces; over 8 ounces, zone rates. 
8 ounces and under, third class; over 

8 ounces, zone rates. 

SPECIAL SERVICES 

Money orders _______________ _ 

Registered maiL.------------

Insured_. ___ -----------------

Cash on deli_vcry ___________ _ 

Special delivery--------------

Merchandise ..• ------------------------------------------- 4 ounces and under, 1 cent each ounce; 
over 4 ounces, zone rates. 

Service charge _____ •• -------------------------------------- None_ •••• ----------------------------

8 ounces and under, third class; over 
8 ounces, zone rates. 

2 cents on each parcel except those 
originating on rural routes. 

Special handling charge •.••• ----------------'-------------- _____ dO-------------------------------- 25 cents on each parcel. 

For orders from-
$0.01 to $2.50.---------------------------------------- 3 cents·------------------------------- 5 cents. 
$2.51 to $5.-------------------------------------------- 5 cents __ ------------------------------ 7 cents. 
$5.01 to $10 ___ •• ____________________ --------- _ ------•• _ 

1
s
0

cecenntsts- _- _-_-_-_-_·:_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_-_- _- _- _- _- _- 1
1
0
2 

cecenntsts .. 
$10.01 to $20------------------------------------------- -
$20.01 to $30.------------------------------------------ 12 cents _____ ------------------- ______ _ 
$20.01 to$«>----------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 15 cents. 
$30.01 to $40. __ ------------------------------------- __ 15 cents_ •• ____ --------------- ________ _ 
$40.01 to $50 __ ---------------------.------------------- 18 cents._. ___________________________ _ 
$40.01 to $60---------------------------~--------------- ---------------------------------------- 18 cents. 
$50.01 to $60------------------------------------------- 20 cents_------------------------------
$60.01 to $75. __ ---------------------------------------- 25 cents_ •• ____ -------------------- ___ _ 
$60.01 to $80- ------------------------------------------ ---------------------------------------- 20 cents. 
$75.01 to $100 _ ----------------------------------------- 30 cents.------------------ __ ------- __ _ 
$80.01 to $100 .• ---------------------------------------- ---------------------------------------- 22 cents. 

Fee: 
$50 indemnitY----------------------------------------- 10 cents·------------------------------ 15 cents (minimum). 
$100 indemnitY---------------------------------------- 20 cents·------------------------------ 20 cents (maximum). 

Return receipts; fee .• ------------------------------------- None __ • __ ---------------------------- 3 cents_ 
Not exceeding $5 indemnitY--------·---------------------- 3 cents-----------------·-------------- 5 cents. 
Not exceeding $25 indemnitY------------------------------ 5 cents-------------------------------- 8 cents. 
Not exceeding $50 indemnitY------------------------------ 10 cents·------------------------------ 10 cents. 
Not exceeding $100 indemnitY----------------------------- 25 cents------------------------------- 25 cents. 
Return receipts; fee ___ ------------------------------------ None ____ .---------------------------- 3 cents. 

H~i :~=~i i ~~~m~~==:::::::::::::::::::::::::::: -~r=~=::::::::::::::::::::::::::: ~~ E~~: 
Fees; no weight limit_ ___ ----------------------------~---- 10 cents.------------------------------ 2 pounds and under, 10 cents; 2 pounds 

to 10 pounds, 15 cents; over 10 
pounds, 20 cents. 

BOARD OF PUBLIC WELFARE, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA The CHAIRl\1AN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of the 
bill H. R. 12002, which the Clerk will report. 

Mr. ZIHLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union for the consideration of the bill H. R. 
12002, and, pending that, I ask unanimous consent that gen
eral debate be limited to one hour, one half to be controlled 
by the gentleman from Texas [1\!r. BLANTO~] and the other 
half by myself. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Maryland? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none. The question is on the motion of the gentleman 
that the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole 
Honse on the state of the Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 

the Whole House on the state of the Union for the consider
ation of the bill H. R. 12002, with Mr. CRAMTON in the chair. 

The Clerk read as follows : 

A bill (H. R. 12002) to establish a Board of Public Welfare in and 
for the District of Columbia, to determine its functions, and tor other 
purposes. 

Mr. ZIHLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland asks 
unanimous consent that the first reading of the bill be dis
pensed with. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 

ZIHLMAN] is recognized for 30 minutes. 
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Mr. ZIHLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from 1\Ifnnesota [Mr. KELLER]. · 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota is recog
nized for fiv£' minutes. 

1\Ir. KELLER. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, the bill before 
you creates a new public welfare board. That board is to be 
composed of five members. Those members are to be appointed 
by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia. 

The bill also provides that the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia may, upon the recommendation of this board, ap
point a dh·ector, who shall have charge of all the welfare 
institutions in the District of Columbia. 

At the present time there are three different boards. One 
board is called the Board of Charities, which has charge of 
nine welfare institutions. Another board is the Board of 
Children's Guardians, and it has charge of one institution. 
Still another is the board which has charge of the Girls' Train
ing School. The bill carries out certain ideas to coordinate 
all the. e ilifferent boards to one board, and that board to have 
supervision of all of them, which beyond question would pro
mote efficiency in the management of such an institution. 

There is no opposition to the bill. It was reported by the 
committee by a unanimous report. It has been indorsed by 
the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, and has been 
indorsed by all welfare organizations interested in welfare 
legislation, There is, however, opposition coming from one 
~ource, and that comes from the board in darge of the Girls' 
Training School. They feel that that institution is a Federal 
institution and therefore should not come under a board under 
the control of the District of Columbia. But the facts are that 
the institution, when created, was created under the name of 
the District of Columbia. The institution is also financed out 
~f appropriations derived from District of Columbia funds, 
and the inmates of that institution are practically all persons 
from the District of Columbia. Ninety-nine out of one hundred 
are from the District of Columbia. Therefore the committee 
thought that it should come under this board. 

There is no question but that there will be very beneficial 
results from having one board. I hope that the House will 
pass this bill. 

Mr. GIBSON. I wish to ask the gentleman a question before 
lle finishes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Minnesota 
yield? 

Mr. KELLER. Yes, sir. 
Mr. GIBSON. I think the President in his annual message 

eaid somethin~ about the welfare board, did he not? 
Mr. KELLER. He did. -
1\Ir. GIBSON. Is this bill in conformity with the recom

mendations of his message.? 
llr. KELLER. It is. Mr. Chairman, I yield back the re

mainder of my time. 
Mr. ZIHLMAN. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the gentleman 

from Texas [Mr. BLANTON] if he has had any requests for 
time on this bill 1 

Mr. BLANTON. No. Does any one want time? 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes the gentleman from 

Texas [Mr. BLANTON] for 30 minutes. 
Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, the1·e is one amendment 

that ought to be made to this bill, in my judgment, and I 
ehall offer same at the proper time; and that is that no child 
tshall be taken away from a parent against the parent's will on 
the ground of poverty. 

We bad quite an investigation by our committee, and we 
had a number of mothers to come before om.· committee and 
te.~tify under oath that because the w-elfare ladies here look
ing after the matter thought they were not able financially 
to properly take care of their children, they took them away 
from them, took a way their children against their will, when 
there was not any que tion of immorality involved at all; 
solely the question of alleged poverty. These mothers testified 
that they were able financially to take care of these children. 
My friend from Georgia, Judge CRISP, happened to be in there 
one day w~en some of them were testifying, and I know how 
he felt about it, and I know how others of us felt about it. 

l\Ir_ CRISP. Was not testimony adduced at that hearing 
that in some instances they were turning a child over from 
a mother, who was moral, to somebody else, who was of 
doubtful morality, and who was paid $20 per month for the 
support of the child? 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes. There were instances where they 
took children away from their mothers, and took them away 
because of alleged poverty, and then put them in another 
home where there was immorality, and paid the strangers 

$20 a month apiece for them. I am going to offer an amend
ment to stop it. 

In view of the fact that the amount which the Government 
has to pay to the District of Columbia has been limited to 
$9,000,000, and the District has to pay all the balance of its 
expenses of every kind, the expense connected with this legis
lation will not add anything to the burden of the Government ; 
otherwise I would offer an amendment providing that the 
expense of this welfare board shall be paid solely out of the 
revenues of the District of Columbia, - but that will be done 
and the Federal Government will not be taxed for it. With 
the foregoing amendment I believe the bill should be passed~ 
and I shall vote for it. 

Mr. OASEY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield 1 
Mr. BLANTON. Yes. . 
Mr. CASEY. Is there any reason why this $20 a month 

should not have been paid to the mothers of these children, 
leaving them in their homes with their mothers? 

1\lr. BLANTON. None whatever. It should have been done, 
and I hope the House will pass my amendment and require 
it to be done. 

Mr. Chairman, I reserve the balance of my time. 
Mr. ZIHLMAN. Mr. Chairman, there being no other speak

ers to address the House on the bill, I move that the bill be 
read for amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the bill. 
The Clerk 1·ead as follows: 
SEC. 5. 'Ihe Commissioners of the District of Columbia, upon tho 

nomination of the board, are hereby authorized to appoint a director of 
public welfare, which position is hereby authorized and created, who 
shall be the chief executive .officer of the board and shall be charged, 
subject to its general supervision, with the executive and administra
tive duties provided for in this .act. The director shall be a person of 
such training, experience, and capacity as will especially qualify him 
or her to discharge the duties of the office. The director of public 
welfare may be discharged by the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia upon recommendation of the board. All other employees of 
the board shall be appoint€d and discharged In like manner, as in tho 
case of the director. The director of public welfa~ and other neces· 
sary employees shall receive compensation in accordance with the rates 
established by the classification act of 1923. 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. - Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
the last word. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland moves to 
strike out the last word. · 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I do this for the purpose of ask
ing a question of the chairman of the committee. All legisla
tion of this sort in the District is likely to be used as model 
legislation, and it is very important that we lmow exactly 
what it mean·s. Here is a section about which we ought to 
know: 

The director of public welfare and other necessary employees shall 
rece1ve compensation in accordance with the rates established by the 
classification act of 1923. 

Does the chairman have the figures of what the director will 
receive under that classification act as salary? 

Mr. KELLER. . About $5,000. I think it runs from $5,000 
to $5,800. 

Mr. ZIHLl\IAN. I will say to the gentleman from Maryland 
that a somewhat similar position is now filled by the secretary 
of the Board of Charities. He acts as director of public wel
fare and he is classified in the grade from $5,200 tO- $6,000. 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. So this really continues the pres
ent employee ·in practically the same position? 

Mr. ZIHLMAN. Yes. 
Mr. HILL of Maryland. Will the chairman of the commit

tee tell us what are the other necessary employees. 
Mr. ZIHLMAN. Fm~ther on in the bill we provide that 

the personnel of these various boards shall come under the 
jurisdiction of this board of public welfare. Those who are 
now employed by these various boards are set out in section 
1; their grades are established by the classification act and 
their salaries are appropriated for in the District of Columbia 
appropriation bill. I can not tell the exact number, but we 
do not attempt to create any new positions; we simply provide 
that those who are turned over must be nece. sary. 

1\fr. HILL of Maryland. Could the chairman say about how 
much new expense is entailed by this bill 1 

Mr. ZIHLMAN. My own understanding is that there will 
be a considerable saving, because the merging of these boards 
will certainly render some of the employees unnecessary, and 
we specify that only. those who are necessary shall come under 
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the jurisdiction of this newly created .board, so I believe it 
will result in a saving. 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the pro 
forma amendment. 

The CHAJRMAN. Without objection the pro forma amend-
ment will be withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
SEc. 6. The board shall have complete and exclusive control and 

management of the following institutions of the District of Columbia: 
(a) The Workhou:;;e at Occoquan, in the State of Virginia; (b) the 
reformatory at Lorton, in t{le State of Virginia; (c) the Washington 
Asylum and .Tail; (d) the National Training School for Git·ls, in the 
District of Columbia and at Mulrkirk, · in the State of Maryland; (e) 
the Gallln"'er Municipal Hospital; (f) the Tuberculosis Hospital; (g) 
the Home for the Aged and Infirm; (h) the Municipal Lodging House; 
(i) the- Industrial Home School; (j) the Industrial Home School for 
Colored Children ; (k) the Home and Training School for the Feeble
Minded, in Anne Arundel County, in the State of Maryland. 

1\Ir. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend
ment: 

On page 4, line 23, after the word " Maryland," strike out the period, 
insert a col<m, and add the following proviso. 

The CHAJRMAN. The gentleman from Texas offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment ofl'ered by Mr. BLA.~To~ : Page 4, line 23, after the word 

"Maryland," insert: "Provided, That no child shall be taken away 
from its 'parent against the parent's wish, except upon the gr<>unds of 
immorality of such parent or parents." 

Mr. ZIHLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I make a point or order 
against the amendment on the ground that it is not germane to 
the paragraph just read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland makes a 
point of order against the amendment. The Chair will be glad 
to hear the gentleman from Texas.-

Mr. BLAl~TON. Mr. Chairman, the supervision of all chil
dren now in all" of these various institutions is placed by this 
paragraph into the hands of the director of this new welfare 
board. The amendment has teferenee to all existing we1fare 
and charitable boards and to the Gallinger Municipal Hospital; 
the Tuberculosis Hospital ; the Home for the Aged and Infirm ; 
the Municipal Lodging House; the Industrial Home School ; 
the Industrial Home School for Colored Children ; and the 
Home and Training School for the Feeble-minded. All of 
these institutions are homes where little children are now 
placed. They are taken there in some instances from the cus
tody of the parents against the wish of the parent.<::, and there 
are many of them in there now against the wish of the parents. 
Therefore this amendment is applicable to the paragraph. I 
want it to cover not only what may be done in the future but 
what already has been done with respect to the taking away of 
children from their parents and placing them in these institu
tions. The amendment is absolutely germane. 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\Ir. BLANTON. Yes. 
Mr. HILL of Maryland. I am in entire accord with the gen

tleman, and I would like to ask this for the RECORD : Are these 
all Government-owned liomes or private homes being super
vised by the Government? 

Mr. BLANTON. Many of them are Government owned ; 
some of them are privately owned, but this bill places them 
all under the supervision of the riew welfare board, and they 
are placed under the direct control of this director of public 
welfare. In other words, they become the wards· of the Gov
ernment. The very minute we pass this bill every child in 
every one of these institutions becomes the wa1·d of the Gov
ernment, and we are responsible for them. 

1\fr. ZIHLMAN. 1\Ir. Chairman, I call the attention of the 
Chair to the fact that this paragraph simply provides for the 
control and management of those institutions, and that the com
mitment of children and other persons to these institutions is 
taken care of by existing law, so tl1at the language submitted 
by the gentleman from Texas, in an attempt to change existing 
law, is not germane to this bill. 

Mr. BLANTON. I call the gentleman's attention to the last 
paragraph of this bill, which provides that all laws in conflict 
herewith are hereby repealed, and that is why I am trying to 
safeguard their interests. I am trying to repeal the existing 
laws under which they sometimes take little children away 
from parents unjustly without their consei;lt, when the parents 
are moral people and they are prepared to take care of these 
little children. In no State is it -permitted. There is no State 

in this Union where an officer can come in and .take a little 
child away from its mother when its mother is a moral woman 
and is prepared to take care of it. [Applause.] I think the 
most awful situation I ever heard of was presented by the tes
timony taken before this committee. 

Mr. CRISP. Has the Chair made up his mind as to how he 
is going to rule? 

The CHAIRMAl~. If the gentleman from Georgia desires to 
state his position on the point of order, the Chair will be glad 
to hear him. 

1\Ir. ORISP. I merely wanted .to suggest that if the Chair's 
mind was not made up I would like to address the Chair in 
support of the amendment being in order under the rules of 
the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair wi11 hear the gentleman from 
Georgia. 

:Mr. CRISP. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me there can be no 
question but what this amendment is in order. This is a bill 
dealing with tile right of social welfare control, and under th ~s 
bill certain boards are created and a director of social welfare 
is provided for and jurisdiction conferred upon them to have 
supervision of certain children in the District of Columbia. 
The bill confers power upon these officials to take children 
under certain contingencies from parents and to turn them 
over to different persons to maintain and care for them, and 
they are also authorized to forcibly place these children in 
designated charitable institutions. This amendment simply 
puts a limitation upon the powers of these boards by saying 
they can not take any chil<l from its parents in the District 
without the parents' consent, if the parents are moral, propet• 
per ·ons to rear the child, and it seems to me it is germane to 
the bill and clearly in order. 

l\fr. ZIHLl\fAN. Will the gentleman yield? . I would like 
to ask a question. 

Mr. CRISP. Certainly; I yield to the gentleman. 
Ur. ZIHL~LW. The amendment offered by the gentleman 

from Texas is legislation dealing with the matter of commit
ment of children to these institutions, is it not? 

Mr. CRISP. I think that is the object of the whole bill. 
Mr. ZIHLl\IAN. Is there anything in the bill relating to the 

commitment of children'! 
Mr. CRISP. I am not familiar with the District laws, but, as 

I understand it, this bill simply changes the title of your public 
welfare officers, abolishes the Board of Charities, and substitutes 
this machinery in lieu of the other. It also confers upon these 
boards all the powers of the old boards and makes available 
for their expenses all the unexpended appropriations that these 
other boards have for the maintenance and care of children, 
and it seems to me it is cleal'ly in order to consider this amend
ment, which is germane to the object of the bill. This is- not 
an appropriation bill. On an appropriation bill legislation can 
not be in order unless it comes within one of the excepted rules, 
but this is not an appropriation bill. This is legislation deal
ing with the care of unfortunate children, with the right being 
conferred upon this board under certain circumstances to take 
these children away from parents and place them elsewhere. 

While it has nothing to do with the point of order, I did 
happen to drop in the District of Columbia Committee rooms 
one day when they were holding hearings on this subject mat
ter, and there was testimony to the effect that three children, 
some of them girls, were taken away froin a mother ·of good 
moral character but poor, and there was no quest;ion. whatever 
raised as to the mother's moral character, and the sole ground 
on which they were taken was that she was not able to support 
them. She did not live in a fine house. The mother worked 
and begged to be permitted to keep her children; said she wns 
able to support them, and the children wanted to stay with her. 
This testimony was not disputed, but these three children were 
taken away from her and surrendered over to some other 
woman, and the other woman was paid out of charitable funds 
so much money per month-$20 for each child-to support 
them. It seemed inconceiYable to me that if they bad a fund 
to pay for the care of children that the mother, who was a 
moral woman with a mother's love, should have been prevented 
from keeping her own children. [Applause.] 

l\Ir. BLANTON. l\Ir. Chairman, in order to save time, I ask 
permission to withdraw the amendment. I will offer it after 
section 11. I did not know there was going to be any question 
raised by the gentleman from Maryland. I thought the gentle
man wanted to save time this afternoon, and in order to do that, 
I \viii ask permission to withdraw the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment of 
the gentleman from Texas is withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 
The point of order was withdrawn. 
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· Mr. HILL of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amend
ment, on page 4, lines 10 and 11, strike out the words " C{)m
p1ete and exclusive control and management," and substitute 
the word "supervision." 

I do this for the pUTpose of asking the chairman of the 
.committee precisely what these words, " complete and exclu
sive control and management" mean. 

As I understand it, a number of these organizations, such 
as the Home and Training School for the Feeble Minded in 
Anne Arundel County, and a great many other similar insti
tutions, are private institutions, and I wish to be advised 
whether it is intended that these words shall mean what they 
say and that this board is to have complete and exclusive con
trol and management rather than ordinary supervision. 

Mr. KELLER. The gentleman is incorrect. All these in
stitutions are Government institutions owned by the Distdct 
of Columbia. 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. They are all owned by the Dis
trict of Columbia? 

Mr. KELLER. Yes ; every one of them. 
Mr. HILL of Maryland. Then I withdraw my amendment, 

which was a pro forma one. 
The pro forma amendment was withdrawn. 
Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I move to 

strike out the last word. 
Mr. Chairman, section 6, which vests the control and man

agement of various institutions in this new Board of Public 
Welfare contains a reference to the National Tra.inin.g .School 
for Girls in the District of Columbia and at Muirkirk in the 
State of Maryland. 

Some of the Members may recall that about two years ago 
I had something to say on the floor of the House in refurence 
to the National Training School for Girls, some of its prob
lems in the past, and the change in the way those problems 
were being handled under the new management. 

A good woman who has since passed on-Mrs. Harding
when her attention was called to the National Training School 
for Gi.rls and some of the conditions there, worked unceas
ingly until there was a change. The result was a new board 
and a number of new trustees. They have done most excel
lent work there. By reason of their activities .and the co
operation of Congress an additional building was placed at 
Muirkirk and will be occupied some time this spring, as I am 
informed. 

If this bill becomes law, those trustees, of course, will go 
out of office. It -is pm·ely honorary and the work is one of 
love and service. 

Mr. Chairman, let me state that I think there has been a 
great deal of work put in on this welfare reorganization bill. 
Theoretically, the National Training School for Girls ought to 
be under the management of District of Columbia officials. 
While that is true theoretically, yet it is not going to work 
out practically unless those who have the appointing power 
as to this new board place on that board men .and women who 
are sympathetic and who will pay some attention to the needs 
of the e various institutions, and especially the National Train
ing School for Girls. 1 hope when this new board is appointed, 
there will be placed upon the new board some one from among 
the trustees of the National Training School for Girls so that 
this work, which has been carried en so well during the past 
two or three years, may go on. 

:M:r. HILL of Maryland. The gentleman has touched upon 
a question that is very important in the management of insti
tutions such as these. There has been a great deal of harm 
done on a perfectly good principle {)f coordinating the super
vision and control. I would like to ask the gentleman, Would 
the passage of this bill do away with the personal supervision 
that has come from time to time by interested volunteer peo
ple and make the control of these organizations more hard
boiled and more bureaucratic? 

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. I will say that there is no oc
casion for it doing that, but at the same time this must be 
borne in mind. Here we have a new board of five members 
that has control of all of ·these institution~. Unless there is 
the greatest kind of care taken by the commissioners in the ap
pointment of the board they will not get on the new board men 
and women who have the time, the ability, and the inclina
tion to do this kind of work. Theoretically this plan is all 
right, but it remains to be seen how it is going to work out in 
practice. If I thought it was impossible, and the fears of the 
gentleman would come true, I would not hesitate to move to 
take out one of these institutions from the section. 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. In line 2 . we have the Board <>f 
Charities in the District of Columbia. How many members 
a1·e there on that board? 

Mr. NEWTON of 1\Iinnesota. I am unable to state. 
Mr. KELLER. Five. 
1\.fr. HILL of Maryland. On the Board of Children's Guard-

ians? 
Mr. KELLER. Seven . 
l\lr. IDLL of Maryland. On the Reform School for Girls? 
Mr. KELLER. Nine. 
Mr. HILL of Maryland. That is 21 persons now in charge 

of these charitable institutions who are to be superseded by 
five persons actually represented by one paid director. Of this 
board, except in extraordinary cases, the one paid director 
will attend to the whole thing. I should like to vote for the 
bill and I am open-minded, but I wotlld like to ask the gentle
man JVho has followed all of this whether he thinks it is wise 
to take away the supervision o! 21 people, voluntarily inter
ested, and make it five? 

Ml·. NE"WTON of Minnesota. I do think, and I expressed a 
wish a year and a half ago, that something ought to be done in 
the District of Columbia to coordinate the work of the various 
welfare activities. Some volunteer advice and work were given 
the committee. 1 happen to know the man who was in charge 
of that-I have known him for years; he did excellent work in 
the State of l\1innesota-and he has given the committee a 
great deal of help and advice. There ought to be this coordina
tion, I am certain of that. We have lost much in the past be
cause we have not had it. My words are those of admonition 
and caution to those who will appoint the new board so that 
they wtll appoint the people who have the time and ability and 
the inclination to work rather than merely to hold office. 

Mr. IDLL of Maryland. Does the gentleman think it will be 
beneficial? 

1\Ir. NEWTON of Minnesota. Yes. 
1\Ir. \V ATKINS. I would like to ask the gentleman a ques

tion. In respect to what the gentleman from 1\I.aryland has just 
asked, is it not true, as far as the bill goes, that the control 
is given to the board? These people who are interested in these 
institutions will not be allowed of .their .own voluntary will
ingness to interfere in the management, unless the board wants 
to give them the right? 

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. These boards that are going 
out, the gentleman means? They will go out of office on the 
pas age of this legislation. 

Mr. WATKINS. .And after the passage of this bill, as far as 
the law is concerned, they will have no right or control or have 
any i.nflu€nce over these institutions? 

Mx. NEWTON of Minnesota. They will have no right of 
visitation or anything of that kind. 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Section 6 provides .that the board 
shall have exclusive control and management of the following 
institutions. Does not that mean--say, there is a board of 12 
trustees on the workhouse; I do not know that there are-if 
the board decides that they oo not want any trustees or board 
of visitors, under the language of the section they have the 
power to .do away with it? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. HILL of Maryland. I ask for three minutes more. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is tl;l.ere objection? 
There was no objection. 
1\Ir. KELLER. The gentleman is incorrect; the present law 

provides how they shall ope1·ate, and we do not change the 
present law. We simply give the new board the same power 
the old board had. 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. I would like to ask the gentleman 
whether he would agree to an amendment on page 4, lines 10 
and 11, changing the words " complete and exclusive control 
and management" to the word "supervision"? l understand 
that that is what it really means. The words " complete and 
exclusive control and management" have a definite meanin.,., 
and not what the committee de~ires. And I will ask the gentle- . 
man if he will ag1·ee to modify it and make it "supervision." 
Say that the board shall have supervision ot the following in
stitutions. 

Mr. KELLER. We are giving them the same power they 
have now as a separate board, the same language is used in 
the old law that we provide in the new law. 

Mr. illLL of Maryland. 1\Ir. Chairman, I offer the follow
ing amendment : Page 4, in lines 9 and 10, strike out the words 
"complete and exclusive eontrol and management" and insert 
in lieu thereof the wo~·d "supervision." 

The CHAIRMAN. Tbe gentleman from Maryland offers an 
amendment which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment by Mr. HILL of Maryland: Page 4, lines 10 and 11, 

strike out the words " nnd exclusive control and management" and 
insert in lieu thereof the word " supervision." 

. \ 
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The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Marylantl. 

The amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
SEc. 7. The superintendents and all other employees now engaged in 

the operation of the in8titutions enumerated in section G shall here
after be subject to the supervision of the board. Each superintendent 
shall have the management and conh·ol of the institution to which he 
is appointed and shall be subordinate to the director of public welfare. 
The superintendent and all other employees of each of the in titutions 
enumerated in section 6 shall be appointed by the Commissioners of 
the District of Columbia upon nomination by the board. and shall be 
subject to ~cbarge by the commissioners upon recommendation of 
the board. 

1\Ir. WA'.rKINS. :Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last word. Are these various institutions in the District of 
Columbia unanimously in favor of this bill? 

Mr. KELLER. Yes. We have no opposition. E\ery or
ganization in the District of Columbia that is interested in 
legislation along this line has indorsed this bill. 

Mr. BLANTON. There is one that is opposed to it. 
1\fr. KELLER. I have none so far as I know. The District 

Commissioners have indorsed it, and Judge Siddons, who has 
charge of welfare work, has indorsed it. Every other organi
zation interested in this sort of legislation has indorsed it. 
There has been some opposition on the part of the Girls' Train
ing School on the ground that it is a Federal institution. 
After investigation we found that the institution was created 
in the name of the District of Columbia and that it is financed 
by appropriations out of the District of Columbia funds ; that 
99 per cent of the inmates in the institution are people from 
the District of Columbia. Therefore we felt that it is a Dis
b·ict of Columbia institution and that the Federal Govern
ment should have nothing to do with it, and we have placed 
it under this board. The Attorney General first opposed 
putting the training school in the bill because he thought it 
was a Federal institution, but after he found out that it was 
financed by the District of Columbia he indorsed the bill as it 
is before you. 

Mr. 'VATKINS. What institution is against the bill? 
Mr. BLANTON. There is one ladies' organization that is 

again t it, but I say to the gentleman that for a bill of this 
character there is less opposition to it than I think you can 
ever find to any similar bill. There are very many different 
institutions that are interested in it. 

Mr. WATKINS. What institution is against it? 
Mr. BLANTON. There is an organization that Mrs. Winter 

is connected with, and I think that organization is against it. 
Mr. HILL of Maryland. There is an organization called the 

Mothers Council of the District of Columbia. Is that the one 
to which the gentleman refers? 

Mr. BLANTON. Yes. 
Mr. HILL of Maryland. Will not the gentleman's amend

ment that he is going to propose more or less take care of 
that? 

Mr. BLANTON. I think the amendment that I propose takes 
care of 99 per cent of their objections. 

Mr. KELLER. There is no question but that Mrs. Winter 
has a just grievance, but it is a question of law. 

.Mr. BLANTON. I think this bill is going to do good work. 

.Mr. KELLER. We have a bill before the District of Co
lumbia Committee changing the laws governing the juvenile 
court. We have a bill before the committee for mothers' pen
sions, which I am in favor of, and we also have the question 
the gentleman suggested in a bill before the District of Colum· 
bia Committee. This bill is an organization bill, not a ques
tion of law at all. It is a question of creating an organization 
to operate under the present law, and I hope in the near future 
that we will be able to bring in legislation to care for all those 
referred to by the gentleman from Texas. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
SEC. 11. The following powers and duties heretofore imposed by 

law upon the Board of Children's Guardians shall be vested in the 
board, and the unexpended balance of all appropriations made for the 
purpose of discharging such powers and duties shall become available 
to the board: (a)To aid in the enforcement of laws for the protec· 
tion of children and to cooperate to this end with the courts and all 
public and reputable private agencies. The board may make temporary 
provision for the care of children pending investigation of their status; 
(b) to have the care and legal guardianship of children who may be 
committed by courts of competent juri diction and to make such pro· 
vision for their care and maintenance, either tempor·arily or perma· 
nently, in private homes or in public or private institutions as the 
welfare of the child may require. The board shall cause all of its 

wards placed out under cat·e to be visited as often as may be required 
to safeguard their welfare, and when children are placed in family 
home· or private institutions, so far as practicable, such homes or 
institutions shall be in contro1 of persons of like faith with the parents 
or last surviving parent of such children; (c) to provide care and 
maintenance for feeble-minded children who may be received upon ap
plication or upon court commitment, in institutions equipped to receive 
them, within or without the District of Columbia. 

The foregoing enumeratlon shall not be in derogation of any further 
powers and duties now vested by law in the Board of Children's Guard
ians, and such powers and duties are hereby vested in the board. 

.Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend
ment, which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Amendment offered by Mr. BLANTON : Page 8, line 4, after the word 

" Colum,bia " strike out the period, insert a colon, and add the fol· 
lowing proviso, to wit: "Pt·ovided, That under the provisions of this 
act no child shall be taken from the custody of its parent or parents 
except upon the ground of immorality of ~uch parent or parents, and 
where the father and mother are financially unable to care for the 
child or children, the mother shall be paid the same compensation 
for their care as would be paid to outsiders under the practice hereto
fore preyailing." 

Mr. ZffiLUAN. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
that the amendment is not germane to this paragraph. I call 
the attention of the Chair to the fact tl1at commitments to these 
institutions are made by the juvenile court of the District of 
Columbia. This bill relates entirely to care in institutions 
reformatory in nature, and to the House of Correction, and to 
the merging of the boards now controlling and administering 
these institutions into one board. It does not attempt to deal 
with the law providing for the commitment of children or other 
delinquents, and I call the attention of the Chair to the fact 
that this matter of child welfare has been gone into very 
carefully by the Congress, that many years ago the commit
ment of children was vested in the police court of the District 
of Columbia and that later certain powers were conferred on 
the Board of Children's Guardians. Now this power is v.ested 
entirely in the juvenile court of the District of Columbia, which 
has exclusive jurisdiction of children committing crimes under 
17 years of age. This amendment seeks to change that law. 
It seeks to limit the power conferred by Congress upon the 
juvenile court. A bill amending the act creating the juvenile 
court is pending before the legislative committee which 1·eported 
this bill. I am in sympathy with the object sought to be 
attained by the gentleman from Texas, but this is not the 
orderly or the proper manner of attempting to provide for the 
commitment of these children. This amendment has no place 
on this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Texas desire to 
be heard? 

Mr. BLANTON. 1\Ir. Chairman, this amendment is certainly 
germane under the existing law. This bill is to take the 
powers and jurisdiction of all the various welfare boards which 
now operate in the District of Columbia and combine them 
into one board under one head known as the director of public 
welfare. It gives the director of public welfare and the new 
board all of the combined powers and authorities which are 
now exercised by all the various boards in Washington at this 
time. What is the situation here? 

1\lr. KELLER. Will the gentleman yield for one question? 
Mr. BLANTON. I will yield. 
Mr. KELLER. The present power is under the juvenile 

court, and what the gentleman is trying to do-
Mr. BLANTON. I know where the present power is. It is 

mainly in the Board of Children's Guardians. I know how 
these boards have been operating. I have heard some of their 
members testify. Mr. Chairman, some of these boards have 
access to and control of big funds, charitable funds, which are 
donated by charitable-minded people all over the country. 
This director of public welfare could have in the exchequer of 
his board quite a large sum of money that is contributed by 
charitable people in the country. Out of these funds they will 
pay to some stranger $20 a month apiece for each child taken 
away from the parents. That is the present law. They can 
do that now. They can go out and take a child now from 
its mother when the mother is a proper person, when its 
mother is a moral woman, not one charge they will bring 
against her, not one except her poverty. They say she is not 
able financially to give this little child the kind of food and 
kind of clothing and the housing that it should have, and 
cold-heartedly they have taken little girls away from their 
mothers, put them in homes which were immoral, immoral to 
such an extent that little girls have become mothers in anothe~ 
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home. That is bow badly some of them were treated, and the 
man who mistreated them was paid $20 a month each for tak
ing care of these little girls. That is the point I am trying 
to reach here. Why is it not germane? What is there about 
this bill that does not refer to the very subject matter that the 
amendment refers to? 

lHr. BOYCE. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BLANTON. J will. 
Mr. BOYCE. May I inquire whether these various boards 

which are to be supplanted by this new board exercised the 
power of commitment without some judgment of a court? 

Mr. BLANTON. They initiate the action, but finally get a 
commitment. Here is what they do: They sneak around into 
the homes and find children, and they then initiate action 
against them that culminates in a court judgment. · They tell 
the court that tllese little children ought to be taken away 
from the mother, and they take these little children doWn. here 
before the juvenile court and ha•e them committed to them. 
This amendment, if you pass it, will stop it. If you pass this 
amendment the juvenile court will not continue to do that thing 
longer, because the board will not start the case. 

Mr. McKEOWN. Do they give the mother the preference? 
Mr. BLANTON. No; they do not give the mother the pref

erence, becau e under the present law they are prevented from 
giving the mother any pay, but this same money they pay to 
somebody else. 

Mr. RAKER. 'lnder the present law, and this is simply-
Mr. ZIHL!.IAN. Mr. Chairman, I raise. the point of order 

that the gentleman is not speaking to the point of order. 
The CILURMAN. The Chair will ooar the gentleman from 

Texas speak on the point of order. 
Mr. ZIHLMAN. I make the point of order the gentleman is 

not confining hims-elf to the point of order on this proposition. 
The CHAIRMAl'f. The Chair is interested in hearing from 

the gentleman from Texas {)n the question of germaneness of 
the amendment and not upon the merits. 

Mr. BLANTON. In {)ther words, there are laws now which 
pe·rmit all of tllef!e various boards to 'take care of little children. 

The 'CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Texas state 
that the effect of the amendment would be to change the juris
diction of the juvenile court? 

1\Ir. BLAl\"TON. Not at all, only indirectly. Here is the 
change. The juvenile com·t will not then pass on these chil
dren, because in eases where the mother is moral, but poverty 
stricken, the board will not initiate proceedings against them 
in court but will -pay the same money to the mother, and not 
to a stranger. 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BLA....""fTON. Yes. 
1\Ir. HILL of Maryland. Line 12 has this provision : "The 

board may make temporary provision for the care of children 
pending investigation of their status." If that does not give 
this board entire control of the children, what words could 
possibly do it? 

Mr. BLANTON. The bill gives the board absolute control. 
r.I'here was an attempt a while ago by amendment to make it 
"supervision " and that was voted down. This gives abso
lute control of every destitute and delinquent child in the 
District, and they now take eharge of these children in the Dis
trict. 

Mr. RAKEU. Will the gentleman yield. 
Mr. BLANTON. Yes; but the Chair may be ready to rule. 
1\lr. RAKER He can withhold it for the moment. 
The 'CHAIRMAN. The Chair will listen to the gentleman 

from California. 
:Mr. RAKER. Under the present law of the District of 

Columbia cau any organization, that is, charitable organiza
tion or otherwi e, outsi(le of the juvenile court go to any home 
and legally take a child from that home? 

?t-Ir. BLANTON. They have gone to home after home and 
taken the children, and they were without any authority of 
law for it. 

Mr. RAKER. It is not what they have done, but can they 
do it legally? 

1\Ir. BLANTON. In my judgment they have done it both 
legally and illegally, and I am trying to stop it by this amend
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. CRAMTON). The Chair is ready to 
rule. The bill before the committee is "to establish a board 
of public welfare in and for the District of Columbia, to deter
mine its functions, and for other purposes," and it proceeds to 
abolish certain agencies and consolidate their work under one 
new agency to be known as tile board of public welfare. It 
enumerates certain institutions which are placed under the 
control and management of this new board and provides for the 

work of that board in connection with its supervision of these 
institutions and the supervision of those persons who come 
under its jurisdiction under the law, and it provides for certain 
powers and duties heretofore exercised by other agencies to be 
consolidated under this new board. 

The amendment offered by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
BLANTON] provides, first, that no child shall be taken from the 
custody of its parent or parents except upon the g1·ound of 
immorality of such parent or parents; and secondly, where the 
father and mother are financially unable to care for the child 
or the children the mother shall be paid the same compensation 
for caring for the child as is paid the outsiders heretofore under 
the practice prevailing ; in other words, a mother's pension. 

At the present time the bill before us does not apparently in 
any way touch upon the jurisdiction of any existing court. It 
does not apparently make any change whatever or touch upon 
the metllods to be followed in committing individuals to the 
several institutions referred to, or in placing individuals under 
this board of welfare, except it may be the language referred 
to by the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. HILL] as to the tem
porary care of children pending an investigation as to their 
status. But that is only with reference to a temporary care, 
not with reference to any permanent care, while the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Texas is addressed directly and 
entirely to a permanent disposition of the child. 

Mr. BLANTON. Will the Chair permit an inquiry? 
The CHAIRMAN. Very brie1ly. 
Mr. BLANTON. Suppose this director of public welfare 

should attempt to take the Chairman's child away from him 
temporarily. Is not that just as much an invasion of the 
rights of a home as if they sought to do it permanently? 

The CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman's amendment were ad
dressed solely to the restriction upon the temporary taking ot 
children, his question might be of importance. But his 
amendment is not restricted to that. 

Now, the law provides that-
No person under 17 years of age shall hereafter be placed in any 

institution supported wholly or 1n part at the public expense until the 
fact of delinquency or dependency has been first ascertained and 
declared by the said juvenile court. All children of the class now 
liab-le to be committed to the Reform School for Boys and the Reform 
School for Girls shall hereafter be committed by tho juvenile court to 
said schools, respectively. All other chlldren delinqnent, neglected, or 
dependent (with the exceptions hereinbefore stated) shall herea!ter 
be committed by the juvenile conrt to the eare of the Board of Chil
dren's Guardians, either for a limited period of probation or during 
minority, as circumstances may require, and no child once committed 
to any public institution by the order of the juvenile court shall be 
discharged or paroled therefrom or transferred to another institution 
without the consent and approval of the said court. 

The bill has nothing whatever that is making any change 
in the jurisdiction of any court with reference to these mat
ters. The amendment of the gentleman from Texas proposes 
a restriction that would affect the jurisdiction of those courts. 
It even goes so far as probably to nullify the jurisdiction of 
any court to commit an individuAl to the Home for the Feeble
Minded because of mental defectiveness, unless moral delin
quency of the parents also could be shown. 

The second provision is clearly introducing the question of 
a mother's pension. There is nothing in the bill making any 
provision as to payments to be made to parents or anyone else 
for the care of these children. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, will the Chair permit a 
question? 

Th-e CHAIRMAN. Yes. 
Mr. BLANTON. That is the present law, that they, out ot 

this charitable fund that they receive, can pay $20 a month 
per child to outsiders to take care of the child, but not to the 
mother. This is only in a case where, instead of paying that 
money to an outsider to take eare of the child, they could pay 
that money to the mother? 

The CHAIRMAN. How far the Committee on the District 
of Columbia could have gone in framing this bill to make it a 
universal welfare code for the District of Columbia is a ques
tion that we need not attempt to answer here. The committee 
have elected to restrict this bill to certain lines; and in the 
judgment of the Chair the amendment of the gentleman from 
Texas is not germane to the section for the reasons stated, 
and the point of order is sustained. 

Mr. BLANTON. I ~:espectfully appeal from the decision ot 
the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas appesls f1·om 
the decision of the Chair. The question is, Shall the decision 
of the Chair stand as the judgment of the committee? 
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1\Ir. WINGO. Mr. Chairman, I want to be heard :for a mo

ment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Ohair will hear the gentleman from 

Arkansas. 
M.r. WINGO. Mr. Chairman, I want the committee as well 

as the chairman to answer me this question : What do the 
lines 5 to 8, on page 8, mean? I would also lik~ to ask that 
question of the chairman of the committee. They read as 
follows: 

The foregoing-

That refers to the enume:ration of powers which the gentle
men have been discussing and to which the amendment is 
offered-

The foregoin~ enumeration shall not be In derogation of any further 
powers or duties- now vested by law in the Board o.f Children's 
Guardl:ans, and-

Not "but"-
And such powers and duties are hereby vested in the board-

In small letters~ indicating the board created by this 
not the Board of Ohildren's Guardians. 

act, 

Now, I have an idea that what the committee had in mind 
is the opposite to what the language in the bill conveys. There 
is no question about that, and I challenge any lawyer to con
tradict it. I want to find out whether I am in enor in sus
pecting that they intended just the opposite to what is pro
vided in the bill, because it would have an effect upon the 
point of order. If the language means plainly what it says, 
then it will affect this point of order. 

Now, let us analyze it. It says: 
The foregoing enumeration shall not be in derogation-
Of what? The powers referred to in the preceding para

graph? Oh, no-

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Chairman, 1l ask-for five minutes more. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas asks unan· 

imous consent to proceed for five additional minutes. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. ZIHLMAN. Section 11 sets forth certain duties im· 

posed upon the Board of Children's Guardians and enumerates 
them, but not all of them. Then it is provided : 

The foregoing enumeration shall not be in derogation of any further 
powers. 

What ar.e the further power.s? Here is the act creating the 
Board of Children's Guardians : 

That the board shall be the legal guardian of all children committed 
to it by the courts, and shall have full power to board them in private 
families. 

That is one of the further enumerated powers-to board them 
in institutions willing to receive them." 

'That is, instituti.ons other than those owned by the District 
goverrlinent. 

To bind th.em out or a1Jp.rent1ce them. or to give them in adoption to 
foster parents. 

Those are some of the further nowers. 
1\fr. WINGO. Are those some of the powers that are not 

enumerated in section 11? 
Mr. ZIHL~iAN. They are. 
Mr. WINGO. Now, you say that the powers which are 

enumerated in section 11 shall not aJ:iect the further powers' that 
are named ill the statute which you have just read, but that 
such further powers, which you have just read, shall be vested 
in the board. What board? By all rules of legal intrepreta
tion the boru·d you are creating by this act. Now, r contend 
that the amendment referred to is properly in order because 
it covers the very identical question in one of the paragraphs 

of any further powers or duties now vested by law in the Board of· you have just read. 
Children's. Guardians- Mr.. ZIHLMAN. I will say to the gentleman that the point 

And then the word used is ''and" and not "but"- of order is not leveled against that point but because the 
And such powers and duties are hereby vested in the boat·d. amendment has to do with the question of commitment, taking, 

the power of commitment away from the juvenile ~ourt, whe1:e. 
What powers and duties·? What do tbey relate back to? it is now lodged by law, and putting a limitation upon the 

W hat are such powers and duties? Are they the powers and powers vested in the juvenile court. I want to say to the gen· 
duties enumerated and last referred to? If so the bill speci- tleman that we are dealing with child-caring institutions. 
fically provides that they shall be vested in the board that is Mr. WL~GO. But the gentleman overlooks the fact that 
created by this act. Now, is that true? the powers he read cover these same powers, and the .phrase 

Mr. :NEWTON of Minnesota. Will the gentleman yield? he refers to is a legal phrase. 
Mr. WINGO. Yes. Mr. ZIHLMAN. I said commitment by the courts. 
Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. I am not a member of the com- Mr. WINGO. But if you give this board the power to bind 

mittee but it is my idea from a reading of the words "and a child out you vest in the board the same power the court 
such powers and duties " that the word " such " applies not to now has to commit a child to any home. In one instance you 
the powers enumerated in this bill but to the powers that are -vest the power in a court and then by another name you vest 
vested by law and that are not specifically enumerated in this the same power in a board, a power that is specifically given 
bill. to the court. You can not escape that conclusion when you 

1\Ir. WINGO. If that had been meant would the word "but" say that this board shall be authorized to bind out children. 
have been used and not the word" and"? and put them in certain custody. That is another way of 

Mr. NE,VTON of Minnesota. Not at all. saying they can commit them just like a court. It has the 
Mr. WINGO. Yes; that word would have been used. same effect. 
Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Certainly not. The effect is the same in· having them_ committed by the 
Mr. WINGO. You would have said, "the foregoing enumera- court and put in charge of certain institutions or families and 

tion shall not be in derogation of the powers" of wllat? Of giving the board the power to bind them out and piace them 
the B<:lal'd of Children's Guardians? in certain institutions or families. The effect is the same, 

1\lr. l\!OORE of Virginia. The gentleman will find the same although one is called a commitment by the court while the 
difficulty at the top of page 7. other is an o1:de~: of the board. There is no difference. 

Mr. WINGO. For illustration, at the top of page 2, where Mr. ZIHLMAN. I call the gentleman's attention to the 
you have the general delegation of powel's, I find-

1 
language of the ~endment, which provides. that nu c~d 

There is hereby created in and for the District of Columbia a board shall be taken from Its home ; it does not proVIde for commit
of public welfare, hereinafter called the board, which shall be the legal ment by the court 
successor to the boards sp.ecified in section 1 and shall succeed to all Mr. WINGO. The bill provides for the commitment of. 
of the f'owers, authority, and property and to all the duties and obli· children to homes or families, and is it not germane to have 
gations heretofore vested in or imposed by law upon such boards. another provision with reference to that1 

Then on page 7 you specifically provide: Mr. ZIHLMAN. I do not think so, because th~ amendment 
says, in substance, that no court can take a child from the 
home unless-and then it lays down the spectfications under 
which that can be done. 

The foregoing enumeration shall not be in derogation of any further 
powers or duties now vested by law in the Board of Charities, and 
such powers and duties are hereby vested in the board. 

Now, you have the same provision with reference to the 
Board of Charities and you have the same provision with ref
erence to the Board of Children's Guardians, and you say .that 
those duties shall be vested in the board, and you use a small 
letter in spelling the word "board," and that must have refer:. 
ence to the board· covered in this bill. I will ask the gentle
man to explain that to me. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentlema~ from Arkansas 
has expired. 

Mr. CRISP. That goes to the merits of the amendment. 
Mr. WINGO. Yes; that goes to the merits of· it. If you have 

given this power by inference, as I contend, by the language 
you have just read, is not that in confiict with the general 
powers of the court, and if that be true has not the committee 
itself by that very language brought that into question? But 
even if it had not, if the gentleman undertakes to say that 
" such other powers " that are referred to here and specifically 
vested in the board, shall be exercised in a certain way, that 
does not vitiate this amendment. 

• 
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Mr. ZIHLMAN. If the gentleman's amendment had read, 
" any child committed by a court," and then had gone on and 
stated certain specifications, the amendment would be in order. 

Mr. WINGO. No; because this power that the court now 
has you say here shall specifically be vested in the board. 

Mr. ZIHLMAN. After they are committed by the court. 
Mr. WINGO. I am probably in error, but I do not thus 

interpret the language used. 
Mr. ZIHLl\1AN. That is what the law now provides. 
Mr. KELLER. We do not enact any new law but simply 

transfer certain powers. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Arkan

sas has again expired. 
Mr. BLANTON. Gentlemen, you are to pass upon and 

finally settle this appeal I have made from the decision of 
the Chair, and before you do that I want you to understand 
that there never has been a child taken away from its parents 
in the District of Columbia except by action initiated by this 
Board of Children's Guardians. They are the ones that start 
the proceedings. They are the ones that cause the c4ild to 

• be taken, and I will tell you how they do it. They go to a 
home and find out where the children are, and find a poor 
mother distressed and helpless, and they take steps, through 
a court, it is true, to take that child away. They imagine 
that the child is not getting enough to eat. Instead of giving 
their charity money to the mother and let her keep her chil
dren, they file proceedings, take the child away, and pay a 
stranger $20 per month to keep it. 

I hope, therefore, that you colleagues who favor my amend
ment will vote not to sustain the Chair's decision, but will 
vote "No" in favor of my appeal. I am trying to stop the 
initial action being taken by them that ends in the child 
being taken a way from its parents, and if you will not sustain 
the Chair, and will pass this germane amendment which I 
have offered that they shall not take them, but must pay the 
money to the mother, there will not be any action before a 
court, because their hands will be tied in the beginning . 

The present law permits the Board of Children's Guardians 
to go into a home and take the child and farm it out to 
somebody. We had before us some little children who were 
farmed out to some parties living in the country, and they 
were required to get up before day and milk cows and do 
the farm work and plow all day or haul logs all day, and 
they testified that they ate at a separate table, and that 
although it was on a farm, they had chicken to eat about 
once a year. They were treated very harshly, and whipped 
so that they ran away from the farmer's house. 

This board can take the child and pay somebody else $20· a 
month out of a fund which they have to take care of the child, 
but they say they have not any law to pay that money to the 
mother. The only change in the law I have proposed is to give 
them that authority and, instead of paying this $20 a month; 
where the mother is impoverished, to somebody else, to pay it 
to the mother where she is not able financially to take care of 
them. 

This bill deals with the whole subject of the general welfare 
of children and changes every single law we have except the 
juvenile court law, which is a separate proposition entirely. If 
you pass this amendment, we will not have any trouble about 
the children, because the board will not initiate these proceed
ings in court which result in a child being taken away from its 
parents, because they will be estopped by the provisions of this 
proposed law. 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\Ir. BLANTON. I yield. 
Mr. HILL of Maryland. According to the language in lines 

14 and 15 on page 7, this board has the following power: "to 
have the care and legal guardianship of children who may be 
committed by courts." They can do anything they please with 
any child. They can commit it back to its mother, or they can 
commit it to anybody else, absolutely. _ It makes them absolute 
guardians of them. 

1\lr. BLANTON. Yes; that is true. And if you will look at 
the clause that the gentleman from Arkansas [:Mr. WINGO] 
called attention to, it gives this board every power that this 
Board of Children's Guardians now has, and one of those 
powers is to farm out little child1·en to some one else, and 
another power is to pay somebody else to take care of the 
children, instead of paying the money they have for tl1at pur
pose--lots of which has been donated by charitable-minded 
people for the benefit of the children-to the mother. They will 
not let it be paid to the mother, but pay it to somebody else, 
and I am trying to get that law changed, which is not appli
cabl€ to the juvenile court, but is applicable to the Board of 
Cbildren·s Guardians. 

Mr. BOYCE. Will the gentleman yield? 
:Mr. BLANTON. I yield. 
:Mr. BOYCE. Does the gentleman know of any law whereby 

any one of these boards that are to be superseded by this .new 
board has the power to farm out these children as the gen
tleman states? 

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman from Maryland [l\1r. ZIHL
MAN] read you that law a few minutes ago. The board that 
now has the power is the Board of Children's Guardians. They 
not only now have the power by law but they have been dOing 
that for years. 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Absolutely. 
Mr. BOYCE. Read the law. 
Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 

ZIHLMAN] read that code again? I have not it before me. 
Mr. HILL of Maryland. The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 

ZIHLMAN] has the law which was just read. The law pro
vides for that and this bill perpetuates it. 

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. ZIHL
MAN] will not deny they now have the power to farm them out 
and to pay others $20 per month to care for them, and the 

, gentleman from Maryland has just read it from the code. 
Mr. BOYCE. These boards, so far as I have any tmder

standing in relation to them, have no such power under the 
law. 

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman is mistaken. They have it 
now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas 
has expired. 

Mr. ZIHLl\!AN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that debate on the pending appeal be closed in five minutes. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be recognized. 
l\1r. McSWAIN. I object. I want to be recognized, l\lr. 

Chairman. 
Mr. ZIHLl\1AN. Mr. Chairman, I move that debate on the 

pending appeal close in 10 minutes. 
1\Ir. RAKER. 'Vill not the gentleman make it 15 minutes? 

I would like to have five minutes. 
l\1r. CHINDBLOM. Mr. Chairman, I would like to inquire 

whether some one supporting the decision of the Cllair will 
have an opportunity to speak. So far all of the speeches haYe 
been in support of the point of order. 

Mr. RAKER. I would like five minutes in support of the 
ruling of the Chair. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. I would like five minutes in opposition to 
the ruling of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gen
tleman from Maryland [Mr. ZIHL:t.IAN] that all debate on the 
pending appeal close in 10 minutes. 

The question was taken ; and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. ZIH1.MAN) there were--ayes 52, noes 34. 

So the motion was agreed to. 
l\Ir. CHINDBLOl\I. I would like to ask the gentleman from 

Texas [l\Ir. BLA "TON] whether the gentleman's amendment will 
prevent this board in all cases from doing the things of which 
he complains? 

l\Ir. BLANTON. Yes; it will. 
l\Ir. CHINDBLOM. Not only under the provisions of this 

bill but under the p1·ovisions of the present law? 
1\Ir. BLANTON. Yes; it will stop them from initiating pro

ceedings. 
l\Ir. CHINDBLOl\I. Then, l\Ir. Chairman, under the inter

pretation of the gentleman's own amendment, I submit that it 
is the duty of the committee to support the Chair_ I trust that 
in sitting upon an appeal from the decision of the Chair we 
shall consider the parliamentary question and not the merits 
of the issue itself. . 

l\Ir. RAKER. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\lr. CHINDBLOM. Yes. 
l\Ir. RAKER. Take subdivision page 8, lines 5 to 8, and 

referring it to section 11, I will ask the gentleman if all in 
that section is not summed up in these words : That the power 
and duty now vested by law in the Board of Children's Guard
ians shall be and hereby are vested in the board created by 
this act? Is not that all there is in the whole section? 

Mr. CHINDBLOl\1. Section 11, paragraph b, provides that 
the board shall have the care and legal guardianship of these 
children only when committed to the board by the court. The 
gentleman from Texas bas just admitted in answer to my 
query that he construes his own amendment to mean that the 
board shall have jurisdiction in, all ca ·es; that his amendment 
shall apply to all cases. 

Mr. BLANTON. Ob, no. 
l\lr. CHINDBLO~f. That is what I asked the gentleman. 
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Mr. BLA!\TTON. The gentleman got his words mixed up so 

that I did not understand. 
1\Ir. CHINDBLOM. Now, who is there in this committee who 

will say that the second section of -this amendment is at all 
germane to anything in the bill? 

Where the father and mother are financially unable to care for the 
children, the mother shall bl? pald the same compensation for their care 
a,s would be paid to outsiders under the practice heretofore prevailing. 

That is nothing but a provi:sion for a mother's pension. 
Ur. MOORE of Virginia. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. CHINDBLOM. Yes. 
Mr. l\IOORE of Virginia. Is the1·e anything to that effect 

in any previous law? 
::\Ir. CHINDBLOM. I do not know, but it is not germane to 

this law. 
l\Ir. WINGO. I want to say to the gentleman that there is. 

I presume the gentleman wants to arrive at what the law is. 
The language was quoted a while ago at top of page 8 : " Any 
further powers or duties now vested by law in the Board of 
Children's Guardians, and such powers and duties are hereby 
Yested in the board." That means the powers and duties of 
the Board of Children's Guardians, other than those incor
porated above. I have before me the statute in reference to 
the powers and duties of the Board of Children's Guardians. 
I will read the language. The first part covers children that 
are committed by the court. The second does not say any
thing about the court: 

All children who arc de titnte of suitable homes and adequate meanll 
of earning an honest living, all children abandoned by their parents 
or guardians, all children of habitually drunken or vicious or unfit 
parents, all children habitually begging on the streets or from doox 
to door, all children kept in vicious or immoral associations, all 
children known by their language or life to be vicious or incorrigible 
whenever such children may be committed to the cru-e of the board 
by tho police court or the criminal court of t~e District. 

colleagues who believe in the freedom of amendment fr()m the 
fioor of the House to overrule the decision of the Chair~ 
Clearly, if this amendment is not in order, then the privilege 
of amendment is further curbed. The gentleman's amendment 
deals with two subjects, one, fin ancial assistance to destitute 
families where there is no question of improper guardianship, 
and limiting the powers of commitment to an institution. Both 
of these subjects are specifically provided in section 11, to 
which the amendment of the gentleman from Texas-is offered. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is, Sha ll the decision of the 
Chair stand as the judgment of the committee? 

The question was taken; and the Chair being in doubt, th& 
committee divided ; and there were--ayes 40, noes 52. 

So the decision of the Chair was overrnletl. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of

fered by the gentleman from Texas. 
Mr. ZIHLMAN. 1\lr. Chairman, I desire to be heard briefly 

on this subject. As I remember the language of the amend
ment, it provides that no child shall be taken from any home 
unless it is shown that the parents ru.·e immoral, or words to 
that effect, and it, in effect, sets up a system of mothers' pen
sions as applied to indigent parents. 

Mr. STEVENSON. I understood from any home where they 
are able to maintain it. 
- Mr. ZIHLMAN. This amendment does not specify anything 
but that no child shall be taken from the home against the 
wishes of its parents unless it can be shown that they are 
immoral. I am not prepared to say how far that amendment 
goes, but it seems to me that it interferes with the authority 
of the juvenile court, which is <:barged with the administra
tion of laws against delinquent children. If that is not cor
rect, then I wish some of the. lawyers 'Yould inform us as to 
that. I am in thorough sympathy with the idea expressed by 
the gentleman from Texas and what he is trying to obtain by 
this amendment, but I do not believe that this is the place to 
legislate upon that subject. The legislatiy-e committee ha:s a 
bill before it now dealing with the powers of the juvenile 

In other words, " such powers vested in the board "-the court, and the committee should be given an opportunity to go 
word "board" refers to the board created by the bill. And into this matter thoroughly. I contend that this language does 
one of the powers is to decide how the children may be cared invade the jurisdiction of the juvenile court. 
for. Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. 1\lr. Chairman, will the gen-

1\Ir. CIDNDBLOM. ~Iy good friend will not deny the prop- tleman yield? 
osition that the effect of this language will be to change the Mr. ZillLl\IAN. Yes. 
jurisdiction and the power of the juvenile court. lllr. JOHi'\iSON of " 7ashington. Before the committee votes 

Mr. WINGO. No; what I read was cited by the gentleman on this it ought to know something about the experience of 
from Maryland [Mr. ZrHI.MA.."fj as the Board of Children's States that have this pay-the-mother system. This board of 
Guardian law. It probably has been amended. juvenile guardians deals with 1,600 children a year. It costs 

Mr. LaGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the atten- quite a sum of money. A person would be surprised to know 
tion of the committee to the parliamentary aspects of the pend- the numl.Jer of parents in desperate circumstances, sometimes 
ing appeal. I am in favor of the amendment but shall not dis- with children that are poorly born, who will try to get them 
cuss the merits. This is a legislative bill, and I am sure that 

1 
placed out to get the $20 into their hands as proposed by this 

Members will agree that a greater degree of latitude must be amendment. I doubt very much the wisdom of it. I wish the 
allowed on the question of germaneness of an amendment to members of the committee had time to read the hearings 
a legislative bill than on an .appropriation bill. If the ruling before the Committee on Appropriations. These children are 
of the Chair is sustained it will have a tendency to further put into the hands of relatives wherever possible. 
curb the privilege and possibility of amendment on the floor l\lr. BLAN'l'ON. 1\Ir. Chairman, I want to answer the gen
of the House. The gentleman's amendment is to a section that tleman, in the time of the gentleman from Maryland, that this 
gives power to the board to place a child in a family instead does not apply to any new fund; it does not provide a mothers' 
of an institution, and clearly if the section gives authority to pension; it affects only the fund they now pay out to ~orne
this board to place a child in an outside family, paying for its body else. It does not enlarge it at all. 
board, an amendment which authorizes the board to keep the Mr. JOHNSON of 'Vasbington. We are dealing with chil
cllild in its own family and pay the same amount is germane. dren. Here it tells of a hundred little syphilitic children per 
Clearly when it provides in this very section for the care of year. 
these children, and payment for the care of the children in a 1\Ir. BLANTON. I predict that there will be much less paid 
strange family, an amendment providing for the payment to out under this provision than under the present system. 
their own family where the family is destitute is clearly 1\II'. BOYCE. 1\Ir. Chairman, \viii the gentleman yield? 
germane to the section. 1\Ir. ZIHLl\fAN. Yes. 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman llr. BOYCE. Will the gentleman yield? 
yield? Mr. ZIHLMAN. When the gentleman reads the existing law 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes. I \\-'ish be would cite something for my information as to bow 
Mr. HILL of Maryland. This can not possibly create anything this affects the children who are to be committed by the 

like a mother's pension, because the bill says, "Provided, That courts-- · 
under the provisions of this act," and it would relate to the ::\fr. BOYCE. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, 
old act. the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. WINGO], as I understood 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Exactly. All it does is to define tbe him, relie' upon an act passed July 26, 1892, giving powers and 
powers of this board in placing a child, first, if the parents jurisdiction to the Boal:'d of Children's Guardians. On March 
are moral; then the first care belongs to the natural parents 19, 1906, many years after the act to which I have just called 
of the child. In the event that there is immorality or improper the attention of the committee, there was passed an act ere
guardianship then the child goes to another family. If this ating the juvenile court in and for the District of ColtunlJia, 
amendment is not germane then we further tend to curb and and vested in that court all the powers and jurisdiction 'vhich 
limit the use of amendments from the 1loor of tile House. were originally v-ested in the Board of Children's Guardians. 

This is a legislative bill and not an appropriation bill, and Tile CHAIR~1AN. The time of the gentleman from Maryland 
I submit that we have a g.reater degree of latitude on the has expired. 
question of germanene s. It is no disrespect to the present 1Ur. WI~GO. I ask that the gentleman may have fi>e min
occupant of the chair to o>errule his decision. I appeal to my utes more, su that the gentleman can complete his statement. 
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The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Delaware ask 
for recognition? 

1\Ir. llOYCID. I do not wish to consume the time of the 
committee, and I think I ha"Ve said all that is -necessary; but 
if I had more time--

1\fr. CHINDBLOM. Does the gentleman yield? 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Delaware is recog

nized. 
1\fr. CHINDBLOl\1. For one question. Is that the last legis

lation on the subject, does anybody know? 
l\1r. BOYCE. I have not had time to fully examine. I am 

satisfied, so far as I have been able to examine, that the act 
of 18!)2 has been superseded by the act of 190G. Under section 
8 of the act of 1D06, creating the juvenile court, the said court 
is given all the ·powers and jurisdiction conferred by the act 
entitled "An act for the protection of children," and so forth, ap
proved February 13, 1885, upon the .police court of the District 
of Columbia; and also the said juvenile court is invested with 
the powers and jurisdiction conferred by the act entitled "An 
act to provide for the care of dependent children in the Dis
trict of Columbia, creating the Board of Children's Guard
ian. ," approved July 26, 1892, including the acts amendatory 
thereof. So that it seems to me, from the hurried examination 
which I have been able to make, that the powers and jurisdic
tion of the Board of Children's Guardians have been unmis
takably vested in the juvenile court by the act of 1906. 

l\Ir. WINGO. l\lr. Chairman, so my friend from Delaware 
will understand, I simply took the statute cited to me by the 
gentleman from Maryland, and I think it is obvious that law 
has been superseded, but that is a moot question so far as this 
amendment is concerned. 

l\Ir. BOYCE. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. WINGO. Yes. 
l\Ir. BOYCE. Now, I am in full sympathy with the amend

ment and wish I thought it was germane to this act--
1\lr. WINGO. The committee has decided that. 
Mr. CHINDBLOl\1. Will the gentleman yield? The gentle

man says this is a moot question ; it is settled. 
l\Ir. BOYCE. It was settled wrongly, in my opinion. The 

difficulty which I have had in reaching a conclusion is that in 
section 1 of the bill under consideration certain boards are 
named and they are to be superseded by a single board named 
in this act; that i , the Board of Public Welfare, which latter 
board is to be given all the powers, authorities, property, and 
all the duties and fnnctions heretofore vested in or imposed by 
the law upon the boards mentioned in the first part of the act. 

Mr. ·wrNGO. Now, that may be true. Gentlemen, I want to 
submit this to the committee. Let us see what the amendment 
is. It has been decided by a vote of the committee to be 
germane, and I think correctly. What does the amendment do? 
That is what we want to vote on. 

.Now, let us see. I have the amendment before me. It reads: 
Prot•icled, That under the provisions of this act no child shall be 

taken from the custody of its parent or parents except upon the grounu 
of immorality of such parent or parents, and where the father and 
mother are financially unable to care for the child or children the 
mother shall be paid the same compensation for their care as would be 
paid to the outsider under the practice heretofore prevailing. 

Gentlemen, listen. You can not challenge the fundamental 
proposition that where the home is moral that is where the 
child ought to be. [Applause.] 'Vhy, gentlemen, this new 
philosophy that seeks to take children from the influences of 
home and from the direct care of the mother and farm children 
out would have robbed this Nation of an Abraham Lincoln. 
[Applause.] A home may have a dirt floor, and, as some people 
who came before this committee testified, the paper may be 
banging in shreds on the wall; but where the mother is there 
that child should be kept. [Applause.] 
· If there is anything that makes my blood boil, it is the 
activity of these well-meaning, yet misguided, people who think 
the State can create some kind of civil institution that is 
superior to a mother's care. As long as that mother is virtuous 
and honest, however poor that home may be, the child ought to 
be kept in the mother's care. [Applause.] 

Gentlemen, if you had this provision now enacted into law, 
there would not have occuued that tragedy in this city which 
wa reported in this morning's papers, where a poor woman 
with two children, finding the tides of life pressing upon her 
too heavily, took her own life and that of her children so that 
they should not become dependent or placed in the care of any
one else. We would do better, perhaps, even to waste some o.f 
the money of the taxpayers and incidentally give pecuniary 
help to worthless and shiftless mothers rather than take one 

.~hild from a worthy mother simply on account of poverty. You 

should pay this .$20 a month that is now paid outsiders to a: 
mother who is honest and virtuous if she is financially unable 
to maintain her child without that help. [Applause.] 

Mr. UNDERHILL. l\lr. Chairman, that was a beautiful 
speech [applause], but the present applause is intended to be 
derisi\e as well as enthusiastic. 

Mr. UPSHAW. No; genuine; sincere. 
l\fr. UI\'DERHILL. But the speech does not touch the real 

situation. The gentleman from Arkansas [l\1r. WINGO], to
gether with myself, voted against the child-labor amendment 
at the last session [applause], and we did so in the belief that 
the proper place for the childhood of the Nation is in the 
mother's care and keeping. nut what are you doing in this 
amendment? You are providing that the only ground whereon 
a child can be taken from its mother is on the charge of im
morality. That is the thing you are doing. But what is the 
result? You are placing a stigma on every child taken from 
its mother--

1\ir. R0l\1JUE. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. UNDERHILL. No; I regret I can not. 
l\lr. ROMJUE. What other grounds would you assign? 
Mr. UNDERHILl"'. Even if there were no other grounds, 

it is often wise to dissemble. It is no disgrace to be poor. It 
is to be immoral If you say that the reason you are taking a 
child away from its parents is because the parent is unable to 
care for it, that is much better than to ha\e the child held up 
to ridicule and scorn by llis schoolmates, because, unfortunately, 
the child animal is too often thoughtlessly cruel. 

I believe in the mother's pension. It is a law in my State. 
It has worked well. I hope to see it e. tablished here. But I 
do not belieYe you should read into this bill or any bill a pro
vision that will make a child an outcast among the rest of 'the 
children because of the fault of the parent. This may not be 
the legal viewpoint to take of it. It may not be the " sob-sister's " 
idea of it, but it certainly is practical. I ha"Ve had some ex
perience along this line myself. 

Previous to my coming to Congress, for five years I was 
president of the associated charities of my city. What we try 
to do is to protect the child and not talk a whole lot about 
the mother's failings. Some of them are really unworthy to 
have children and unfit to have children, so it is sometimes 
wise to take a child away from its mother and put it into 
other environment. In the hearings before this committee not 
only this year but in other yea1·s, it has been shown co~clu
sively that the Board of Children's Guardians and the juve
nile court ha\e been active in protecting the children in e\ery 
instance rather than catering to a lot of sensational sob-sisters 
or sensation-seeking societies and newspapers in the District. 
. These are the facts in the matter, and if you want to cast 
a reflection or stigma upon every child who is unfortunate 
enough to be taken from ite parent and placed in a school or 
placed in the charge of somebody chosen by the juvenile court 
go ahead and do it by adopting this amendment. ' 

l\Ir. ZIHL:i\IAN. Mr. Chairma.Q., I moye that all debate on 
this paragraph and all amendments thereto close at the end of 
five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gen
tleman from Maryland that all debate upon the pending para
graph and all amendments thereto close in five minutes. 

The question was taken ; and on a division (demanded by 
l\Ir. HILL of Maryland) there were--ayes 75, noes 8. 

l\Ir. HILL of l\Iaryland. Mr. Chairman, I object to the vote 
on the ground that there is no quorum present. 

l\1r. CHINDBLOl\1. l\Ir. Chairman, a point of order. No 
objection can be made to the vote. The point of order is 
whether there is a quorum present. 
. The CHAIR~lA..."N'. ~'he gentleman from l\Iaryland makes the 

point of order that there is not a quorum present. The Chair 
will count. . 

1\lr. HILL of Maryland. 1\lr. Chairman, I withdraw the 
point of order. 

The CHAIR~IAN. The gentleman from Maryland with
draws his point of order of no quorum, and the motion of the 
gentleman from Maryland [1\Ir. ZIHLMAN] to clo e debate on 
the pending paragraph and all amendments thereto in five 
minutes prevails. 

l\Ir. BLANTON. l\Ir. Chairman, I ask recognition as a mem
ber of the committee. 

l\Ir. CIII1\"'DBLOM. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of 
order that the gentleman from Maryland [l\Ir. ZIHLMAN] made 
his motion in contemplation of the request of the gentleman 
from Virginia [Mr. l\IooRE] for fi"Ve minutes' time. 

l\Ir. BLANTON. l\Ir. Chairman, I am a member of the com
mittee. This is my amendment and I have not yet spoken 
0!! it. 

\ 

. 
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1\lr . . CIIINDBLOM. The gentleman from Texas has spoken 

on his amendment, both on the point of order and the amend
ment itself. 

Mr. BLANTON. I have not risen on the amendment at all. 
The gentleman from Arkansas [1\fr. WINGO] was recognized. 
I ha Ye not spoken on the amendment at all. · 

The CHAIRMAN. It is the recollection of the Chair that 
the gentleman from Texas has not spoken directly upon the 
pending amendment, and the Chair therefore feels obliged to 
recognize the gentleman from Texas for five minutes. 

:Ml'. BLAN'TON. Mr. Chairman, I want to use but two min
utes. becam~e there are other gentlemen who want to be recog
nized. I will ask the Chair to stop me in two minutes. 

The CIIAIRl\1AN. The gentleman from Texas is recognized 
for two minutes. 

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, this amend
ment will not interfere at all with the criminal laws of the 
District. If a child is criminally incorrigible or if a child is 
committed for a crime, the criminal laws of the District amply 
provide for such cases. This amendment does not interfere 
with that at all. If n child is insane, the other laws of the 
District relate to it. If there is insanity afflicting the parents 
or some contagious disease present, the health and other pro
visions of the District laws relate to it. 

This amendment only applies to cases where the Board of 
Children's Guardians has been in the habit of taking children 
away from mothers because of alleged poverty of the mother 
herself. It just changes that provision and requires them be
fore they take a child from a mother to show immorality on 
the part of the mother, so that the child can not be taken 
away from its mother because of poverty. 

Then the amendment also provides that the funds, most of 
which have been supplied by charitable persons, shall be paid 
to the mother of the child-the $20 a month-instead of to 
somebody else. The amendment provides that they shall have 
the right to take that charitable money and pay it to the 
mother for the care of the child. That is all my ·amendment 
does, and it does not interfere, as I say, with any of the 
criminal laws of the District. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas 
has expired. · 

Mr. HILL of M~ryland. Mr. Chairman, as I understand 
it, there are three minutes remaining which may be applied 
to subsequent amendments to this paragraph. 

The CHAIRM~~. Yes; if the time is not consumed at this 
time. 

M1·. IDLL of Maryland. I have an amendment to offer and 
I want to speak briefly on it. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amend
ment as a substitute for the amendment of the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. BLANTON). 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia offers an 
amendment as a substitute for the amendment of the gentle
man from Texas, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. MooRE of Virginia as a substitute for the 

amendment offered by Mr. BLANTON: Page 8, line 4, after the word 
" Columbia" insert : " Where the child is taken from the custody or 
its parent or parents because they are financially unable to care for 
the child, the mother shall be paid the same compensation for its 
care as would be paid an outsider under the practice heretofore pre
vailing." 

Mr. BLANTON. I accept that amendment, Mr. Chairman. 
Mr. ZIIILMAN. Mr. Chairman, the committee will accept 

that amendment. 
1\fr. STEVENSON. Mr. Chairman, as I understand it, the 

proposed amendment provides that you can take the child and 
pay the mother, too. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will report 
the amendment as corrected by the gentleman from Virginia 
I Mr. l\loOBE]. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Modified amendment offered by Mr. MooRE of Virginia: Page 8, line 

4, after the word " Columbia," insert: "Where a child would other
wise be taken from the custody of its parent or parents because they 
are financially unable to care for the child, the mother shall be paid 
the same compensation for its care as would be paid an outsider under 
the practice J;leretofore prevailing." 

Mr. BLANTON. l\Ir. Chairman, I am willing to accept that 
a_mendment. 

LXVI-212 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks unani
mous consent to accept the amendment of the gentleman from 
Virginia. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
1\lr. ZIHLUAN. The committee is willing to accept the 

amendment, Mr. Chairman. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 

gentleman from Texas [Mr. BL.A~TON] 1tt:1 modified by the sub
stitute offered by the gentleman from V lrginia [Mr. l\IooRE]. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. HILL of Maryland. Mr. Chairmnn, I offer an amend

ment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland offers an 

amendment which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Amendment offered by Mr. HILL of Marsland: Page 7, line 23, strike 

out the words " so far as practicable." 

Mr. HILL of Maryland. 1\Ir. Chairman and gentlemen of 
the committee, these words, in dew of lines 5, 6, and 7, on page 
9, would seem to be contradictory. Those lines on page 9 pro
vide as follows : 

Except in the placement of children in institutions under the public 
control, the board shall place them in institutions or homes of th~ 
same religious faith as the pa1·ent. 

I am entirely in favor of that, and so is the committee; but 
on page 7 you have a provision as follows: 

The board shall cause all of its wards pl'aced out under care to Le 
\isited as often as may be required to safeguard their welfare, and 
when children are placed in family homes or private institutions, so 
far as practicable, such homes or institutions shall be in control ot 
persons of like faith with the parents or last surviving parent of suell 
children. 

In other words, gentlemen, you have in section 13 a man
datory provision covering the whole bill which definitely says 
that these children must be placed in homes of the same reli
gious faith, and in the words I call your attention to in section 
11 you give the same direction, but say " as far as practicable," 
and I submit they are contradictory, and I hope the committee 
will agree to my amendment. 

Mr. l\IcSW AIN. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\Ir. HILL of Maryland. I yield. 
Mr. l\IcSW AIN. Suppose the parents of the child belong to 

some little religious cult that has not any 1·epresentation in 
the institutions of the city or have not any religious faith at 
all, what are you going to clo about that? 

l\Ir. HILL of Maryland. This applies entirely to homes and 
not to institutions. 

Mr. CHINDBLOM. It applies to private institutions. 
l\Ir. ZIHLMA.l'T. Does not the gentleman think we shou.l.d 

allow some discretion to the board and not make it manda
tory? The words "so far as practicable" seemed to meet the 
situation. 

Mr. IIILL of Maryland. You make it absolutely mandatory 
by the language on page 9, and it seems to me the two pro
visions are absolutely in conflict. On page 9 you say-
except in the placement of children in institutions under the public 
control, the board shall place ~em in institutions or homes of the 
same religion as the parents. · 

This is a clear and definite as well as proper provision. 
However, by the words I seek to strike out in section 11, you 
create doubt and qualify the above provision. You say "when 
children are placed in family homes or private institutions, so 
far as practicable, such homes shall be in control of persons of 
like faith with the parents or last suniving parent of such 
children." 

I hope you will take away the doubt here created and by 
adopting my amendment strilie out the words "so far as 
practicable-" 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Mary
land has expired. ·All time has expired. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
HILL]. 

The question was taken ; and on a division (demanded by 
1\Ir. HILL of Maryland) there were-ayes 13, noes 39. 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read section 13 of the bill. 
The following committee amendment was read: 
Page 9, line 10, insert a new section as follows: 
" SEc. 14. The provisions of this act shall take e1rect as ot July. 

1, 1925." 
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The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the -committee amend-
:ment. 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read the following committee amendment: 
Page 9, line 12, cb~e section 14 to section 15. 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. ZIHLMAN. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 

do now rise and report the bill back to the House with the 
amendments, with the recommendation that the amendments 
be agreed to and that the bill as amended do pass. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly, the committee rose; and the Speaker having 

resumed the chair, Mr. CRAMTON, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that 
that committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R. 
12002) to establish a board of public welfare in the District 
of Columbia, to determine its functions, and for other pur
poses, and had directed him to report the same back with 
sundry amendments with the recommendation that the amend
ments be agreed to and the bill as amended do pass. 

:lllr. ZIHLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question 
· on the bill and amendments to final passage. · 

The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on any 

amendment? 
There was no demand for a separate' vote, and the amend

ments were agreed to. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 

time, was read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of "Mr. ZIHLMAN~ a motion to reconsider the vote 

whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
LEA\TE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent the following leave of absenee was 
grant~d: 

To Mr. Wu.soN of Inaiana, for two day~, on .account of sick
ness. 

To Mr. iL.A.."iHFOBD, for tlve days, on account of sickness in his 
family. · 

THE ESTABLISHMENT OF 'THEf :POST OFFICE SYSTEM UNDER THE 
CONSTITUTION 

Mr. LEHLBACH. Mr. Speaker, the other day when the 
resolution .for returning to the Senate the postal increase bill 
was under discussion in the cou:rse of some remarks on the bill 
originally pending, I stated that the post office under the Con
stitution was fust passed in the Senate. The .accuracy .of that 
having been challenged. I desire to extend my remarks by 
printing the proceedings of the first session of Congress, in so 
far as they relate to that, and the proceedings of the second 
Congress. · 

The SPEAKER. Is there .objection to the req11~st of the 
gentleman from New Jersey~ 

There was no objection. 
M:r. LEHLBACH. Mr. Speaker, on January 31, during the 

discussion of the resolution to return to the Senate the postal 
rate increase and salary bill, I expressed the opinion that the 
origin of this bill in the Senate was not in violation of Article 
I, section 7, of the Constitution, which provides that all bills 
for raising revenue shall originate in the House of Representa
tives. 

In support of this view, I stated as a fact that the bill first 
establishing a postal system under the Government created 
by the Constitntic:m originated in the Senate and was agreed 
to by .the House of Representatives. My argument was that if 
a bill creating .a postal senrice and prescribing .charges there
for could lawfully originate in the Senate, then a bill altering 
the charges for postal service could also lawfully originate in 
the Senate. 

I have been asked to substantiate my assertions that the bill 
creating the Postal Service under the Constitution originated 
in the Senate. 

Accordingly, .I quote from the Annals of Congress, First 
Congress, first session : 

SENATE PROCEEDINGS 

THURSDAY, SlilPTEtY1H!l'R 1{), 1789. 
A message from the Honse of Representatives brought up a resolve 

of the House of Represent:a.tives that until further provision be made 
by law the General Post Office of the Unlted States shall be conducted 
according to the ru1es and regula tiona prescribed by the ordinances and 
resolutions of the late Congress, ·and that eontracts be made tor the 
conveyance o.f the maO In .conformity thereto. 

This resolve was committed t9 Messrs. Butler, Morris, and Ells
worth, with an instruction to report a bill upon the subject. 

FRIDAY, SllPTEMBER 11, 1789. 

Mr. Butler, in behalf of the committee appointed on the 10th of 
September on the resolve of the House of Representatives, providing 
for the regulation of the post ofilce, reported not to concur in the 
resolve, and a bill upon the subJect matter thereof; 

And, on the question of concurrence in the resolve of the House of 
Representatives, it J>assed in the negative. 

MONDAY, SlllPTEMBEB 14, 1789. 

Agreeably to the order of the day, the Senate proceeded in the 
second reading of the bill tor the temporary establishment of the post 
office; and-

Or<UTed~ That this bill have a third reading to-morrow. 
TUESDAY, SEPTE!I.f,BER 15, 1789. 

The Senate proceeded to the third reading of the bill for the tem
porary establishment of the post office. 

Resolved, That the engrossed bill for the temporary .establishment 
of the post omce do pass. 

HOUSE J>ROCEEDI:SGS 

TUESDAY, SlllPTEMBER 15, 1789. 

A message from the Senate in!ormed the House that they hnve 
passed a. bill for the temporary establishment of the post office, to 
which they request the concurrence of the House. 

WEDNESDAY, SEPT.IllMBER 15, 1789. 

The blll for the temporary establishment of the post office was 
read for the first time. 

THURSDAY, SEPTEMBER 17, 1789. 

The bill sent from the Senate for the temporary establishment of 
the post office was read the second and third time and passed. 

The following is the act originated and passed in the manner 
set forth in the above excerpts : 

ANNALS OF CONGRIISS 

(Appendix, Vol. II. p. 2179) 
An act fur the temporary establishment of tbe J)OSt oftlce 

BtJ it etta.Oted, That there shall be appointed a. Postmaster Gen
eral ; his powers and sala.ey and the compensation to the assistant or 
clerk and deputies which he may appoint, and the regulations of the 
post office shall be the same as they last were under the resolution• 
and ordinances of the late Congress. '.rhe Postmaster General to be 
subjected to the di,rect1on of t~ President of th~ United States in per
forming the duties ot his offic~ and in forming contracts tor the tranlfo 
porta tion of the maiL 

SEc. 2 . . ..ina be 't further en.o.otcrJ., That this a.ct .shall eontinue ln 
force until the end of the next session of Congress and no longer. 

Approved, 'September 22., 1789. 

The resolutions and ordinances of the Congress under the 
Confederation, upon the organization of the new G~vernment 
became inoperative. During the First Congress either new laws 
were enacted or else, where necessary, the resolutions and ordi
nances were revived and provisionally ~nacted into law until 
original legislation covering such subjects could be framed and 
passed by Congress. 

The ordinance of the late Congress, revived and temporarily 
enacted as above stated, was a law providing for a postal 
establishment, authorizing the entering into contracts for the 
carrying of the mails and fixing charges for the service. Hence 
this law which originated in the Senate enacting the provisi{)nS 
of -the ordinance by reference thereto as much fixed postal rates 
as if the terms carried in the former ordinance had been r& 
stated and reenacted in express words. 

The Postmaster General under date of January 20, 1700, 
submitted a report which was transmitted to tbe First Con
gress at its second session, discussing at some length the in
adequacy of the revenues raised under the provisions .of the 
act of September 22, 1789. Accordingly, a bill for the regula
tion of the post office, revising the system established under 
the act of September 22, 1789, was introduced. This bill even
tually went to conference. The conferees reported an incom
plete agreement. In • consequence the bill was lost. 

Thereupon a bill to C{}ntinue in force for a limited time tne 
law for the temporary establishment of the po!'lt office was 
passed. 

The Constitutional Convention was comprised of 42 mem
bers, of which 39 signed the completed instrument and 3 re
tused. Of these 42 members, 17 were Members of the First 
Congress in which the bill for the temporary establishment of 
the post office .originated in the Senate, was passed and became 
a law upon receiving the signature of George Washington, 
President of the United States and president of the Constitu
tional Convention. 

The following members of the Constitutional .Convention 
were Members of the First Congress under the Constitution: 
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Senators: William S. Johnson, of Connecticut; Richard Bassett 
and George Read, of Delaware; William Few, of Georgia; 
John Langdon, of New Hampshire; William Patterson, of New 
Jersey; Rufus King, of New York; Robert Morris, of Pennsyl
vania; and Pierce Butler, of South Carolina. Representa
tives: Roger Sherman, of Connecticut; Abraham Baldwin, of 
Georgia ; Daniel Carroll, of Maryland; Elbridge Gerry, of 
Massachusetts ; Nicholas Gilman, of New llampshire; George 
Clymer and Thomas Fitzsimmons, of Pennsylvania; and James 
Madison, of Virginia. 

POSTAL SALARY BILL 

l\lr. GARDNER of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to extend ruy remarks in the RECORD on the postal 
salary bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Indiana? 

There was no objection: 
Mr. GARDNER of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, at last session of 

Congress, when a bill was before Congress to reclassify the 
salaries of postmasters and employees of the Postal Service, 
readjusting their salaries and compensation, I -was for that 
bill. I appeared before the Joint Committee on Post Offices 
and Post Roads and expressed myself in favor of a bill to 
increase the salaries .of postmasters and postal employees, and 
asked that such a bill be reported to the House for passage. 
When the bill came up I voted for its _passage. That bill passed 
both branches of Congress but was vetoed by the President. 
I would have voted to have passed that bill over the President's 
veto if I had had an opporttmity to do so. That bill was in no 
way a revenue bill. I have expressed myself many ti-mes to the 
people of my district as favoring an increase in the pay of the 
postmasters and postal employees. I am still in favor of such 
increase. On February 3 of this year Senate bill No. 3674 was 
before the House and the following resolution was introduced 
by Mr. GREEN, of Iowa: 

Reaolve(l, That .the bill S. 3674, in the opinion of the House, contra
' 'enes the first clause of the seve-nth section of the first article of the 
Constitution, and is an infringement of the privileges of this House, 
and that the said bill be taken from the Speaker's table and be 
respectfully retru·ned to the Senate with a roes-age communicating this 
resolution. 

This resolution was for the purpo e of sending this bill 
back to the Senate, thus killing the bill. I voted against this 
resolution because this Senate bill could have been amended, 
and the revenue feature could have been changed or even 
stricken out, and I felt that if this Senate bill was killed by 
the House, by returning the same to the Senate, then the Mem
bers of the House would be forced to vote on a House bill as 
we are now being .forced to vote on this revised Kelly bill, 
H. R. 11444, under a special rule which gives us no opportunity 
to amend the oill and gives only 20 minutes debate on each 
side to discuss the bill-in my judgment a very unfair way 
to pass such important legislation. This bill proposes to raise 
the revenue, in a large part, by increasing the postal rates that 
must be paid by the farmer, the wage earner, and the con
sumer. And while I am still as strongly in favor of an in
crease in the pay of these employees as I ever was, yet since 
this increase must be paid, in a large part, by a class of people 
who are now overburdened by taxation and many of them in 
worse condition than those whom we seek to assist, I do not 
consider that I am bound by any previous vote or statement, 
as it is not the same legislation that we had before us llereto
fore, and I can not be in favor of such increases paid in that 
way. Many of the persons who would be required to help pay 
this increased taxation· a:re now making less than the em
ployee who is to receive the increase. For example : The rural 
mail carrier who delivers the mail to the farmer receives in 
round numbers $1,800 per year. A large majority of the 
farmers to whom he is delivering the mail are making much 
less than he is. 1\Iany of them are unable to pay their taxes 
and interest· on their mor.tgages. And a majority · of the 
farmers to whom the rural mail carrier delivers the mail would 
gladly exchange places with the rural J,D.ail carrier wl10 is de
livering the mail·to the farmer. I have always thought of the 
mail service as being a service to the people rather than a 
means of raising revenue. And I now think that the raising 
of revenue and the delivery of mail should be considered as 
two distinct forms of legislation rather than making the mail 
service self-supporting. I think the charge for the delivery 
of mail should be a reasonable charge for se1·vice rather than 
to be considered as a means of raising revenue. And, as I see 
it, this bill is simply a.nother way of rais:ng revenue by placing 
a burden of taxation on those persons who are least able to bear 
such burden. And again, if the Postal Department is to be 

made self-supporting, then I see no reason why one class of 
mail should be carried at such a great loss· to the Government 
and persons who are using another class of mail should be 
discrimi_nated against and ·made to pay to make up that loss. 
The following table of figm·es, which shows the loss or gain 
in transporting the mails, is given us by the Post Office De
partment: 

Class of mail matter and special service Loss Gain 

First class ____ --------------------------- ______ ---------__ _ __ ____ _ _____ $80, 417, 716 
Second class ________ ------------__________________________ $74, 712, 868 ·- _________ • 
Third class_----------------- ______ -_ _________ ------------- 16, 291, 575 ____ --------
Fourth class---------------------------------------------- 6, 916,753 ------- -----
Money order _____ ------ __________ -----_------ ______ -----_ 9, 540, 511 __________ _ 
Registry __ ----------------------------_--------------____ 10, 374, 013 ___________ _ 
Postal savings ____ ------ ________ ---------------------- ____ -----~ _______ 4, 701, 411 
Special delivery _________ ------- ________ -~--------________ 121, 997 ------- ____ _ 
Insurance ______ ----------------- __ ---------- __ -------____ 1, 145, 959 ------ ____ _ 
Cash on delivery __ --------------------------------------- 1, 825,437 ------------

Tlie proposed bill provides for increases in rates as follows: 
Classes of mail 

First class ---------------------------------.--------
Second class : 

Publishers-- __ --------_________ --------_--------
Transient-------------------------------------

Third class----------------------------------------
Fourth class----------------------------------------
Twenty-five-cent special service (parcel post)----------
Insured service ( tllird class and fourth class)---------
C. 0. D. service (third class and fourth class)---------

j.t~~;fry0~~;;fce==================~==~=============== 
Special-delivery service-----.-------------------------

Increases 
$10,000,000 

2,998,252 
~.ooo,ooo 

18, 000, _000 
13,600,000 
3,000,000 
3,0:58,147 
1,103,879 
3,582,490 
3,980,000 

900, 000 

Total---------------------------------------- 61,222,768 
These figures, given us by the Post Office Department, show 

that the second-class mail is being caniecl at a loss of $74,712,-
868, and thi bill provides to increa. ·e the revenue on that 
class of mail less than· $4,000,000. While in the fourth-class 
mail-parcel post-the report from the department shows that 
on this class of mail there is n deficit of only $6,916,753, yet 
.the proposed bill would increase this class $13,600,000 plus 
$3,000,000 additional to be deriYed from the sale of " special 
service" stamps where speedy service is desired, making a 
total of $16,600,000. Thi. amount of money would be paid 
largely by the farming and laboring clas es of people. This 
bill provides to increa ·e the revenue on insured service $3,058,-
147; on the C. 0. D. senice, $1,103,879; on money orders, 
$3,582,490; on 1·egistry service, $3,980,000. Much of all of these 
increases must be paid by the farmer, the laborer, and the 
smaller taxpayer. While I favor an increase in the salaries 
of the postal employees, yet I am absolutely opposed to in
<'reases in any salaries where the burden, or at least a major 
pnrt of it, is to be placed on the classes of people who are 
unable to stand an increase in their already overburdened taxa
tion. And I see no rea. on why this undue share of the in· 
crease of the po. tal salaries . ·hould be put on this class of the 
service, when there is another class which causes a~ annual 
loss to _the Government of over $74,000,000 and this last class 
being increased less than $4,000,000. 
If those who furnish this class of mail are entitled to this 

bonus by reason of educational value or otherwise, then I am 
in favor of it being paid in some manner other than taxing 
those who are taxed by this proposed bill to make up this 
deficit. I believe- that on to-morrow this bill is going to pass 
the House in its present form, because the administration 
favors it. Yet because this legislation is so changed from the 
way it started by adding the revenue feature and because of 
the manner in which these increases are to be paid I am going 
to let the· party in 11ower-the party that is pledged to 
economy and is pledged to the relief of the farmer-assume 
the responsibility for the enactment of this law in this man
ner. And while, as I said before, I have been for legislation to 
increase the pay of the postmasters and postal employees and 
am still favoring such legislation, yet for the reason that under 
this rule we must vote for this legislation, with no opportunity 
to amend the same or to discuss the same--only 20 minutes on 
each side--I am going to vote against this rule because I thinl.: 
I am voting in the interest of the majority of the people I rep
resent, and voting in the interest of those who most need con
sideration in the way of protecting them against increased tax
ation. I would like to see this rule defeated and the bill come 
up in the 1·egular way, with an opportunity to offer amend
ments and discuss the same. But if this bill must and does 
pass the House just as reported £rom the committee, then I 
hope the Senate will so amend the bill as to eliminate these 
objectionable features. 
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ADJOURNMENT 

1\fr. zmLMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 20 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, 
February 10, 1925, at 12 o'clock noon. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETO. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 

taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows: 
857. A communication from the President of the United 

States transmitting supplemental estimates of appropriations 
for th~ Department of State for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1925, amounting to $110,896, and for the fiscal year ending June 
SO, 1926, amounting to $62,000; also, a draft of proposed le~
lation making the appropriation for the Mixed Olaims Commis
sion, United States and Germany, available for the Mixed 
Claims Commission, United States, Austria, and Hungary, dur
ing the fiscal year 1926 (H. Doc. No. 609); to the Committee on 
Appropriations and ordered to be printed. . 

858. A communication from the President of the Umted 
States, transmitting deficiency estimates of appropriations for 
the District of Columbia for the fiscal year 1924 and prior 
years, and supplemental estimates of appropriations for the 
fiscal years ending· June 30, 1925, and June 30, 1926; also, cer
tain audited claims and final judgments, amounting in all to 

· $835,906.40, together with four items of pt·oposed. legislation 
, affecting existing appropriati'ons (H. Doc. No. 610) ; to the Com
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS A:ND 
RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 
Mr. ZIHLMAN: Committee on the District of Columbia. 

H. R. 12087. A bill to permit the merger of street railway cor
porati'ons operating in the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes; without amendment (Rept. No. 1418). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. FISH: Committee on Foreign Affairs. H. R. 12165. 4 
bill authorizlng the erecti'on of a montiiiMmt in France to com
memorate the valiant services of colored American infantry 
regiments uttaclted to the French Army; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 1410). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. ANDREW: Committee on Naval Affairs. H. R. 11924. 
A bill to relieve persons in tlle naval service of the United 
States dudng the war emergency period from claims for over
payment at that time not involving fraud; with amendments• 
(llept. No. 14::!0~. Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
Hou:e on the state of the Union. 

REPORTS ,OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOL UT.riONS 

Under cla u..;e 2 of Rule XIII, 
Mr. PATTERSON: Committee on Naval Affairs. H. R. U)631. 

A bill for the relief of Harold G. Billings; with an amendment 
(llept. No. 1421). Referred to the Committee of . the Whole 
House. 

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
Under dau e 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions. and memo

rials were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. STEAGALL: A bill (H. R. 12221) to amend the sec

ond paragraph of section 7 of the ~ederal reserve act; to the 
Committee -on Banking and Currency. 

By MJ.·. SHERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 12222) authorizing the 
sale of the old Federal building at Toledo, Ohio ; to the Com~ 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. ZIHLMAN: A bill (H. R. 12223) to create the Fed
eral city planning commission; to the Committee on the Dis
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. KEiiliY: A bill (H. R. 12224) to authorize the erec
tion of a Veteran ' Bureau hospital in Philadelphia, Pa., and 
the construction of additional facilities at Aspinwall, Pa.; to 
the Committee on World War Veterans' Legislation. 

By Mr. LINEBERGER: A bill (H. R. 12225) to provide for 
the diversion of water for municipal and domestic usage and 
for other purposes incident thereto from the Colorado Ri-ver, 
State of California; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By 1\Ir. KELLER: Memorial of the Legislature of the State 
of Minnesota, protesting against the tapping of the Great 
l.Al.kes into the Chicago Drainage Canal ; to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. 

By the SPEAKER (by request): ·Memorial of the Legis
lature of the State of South Dakota, favoring the enactment 
of legislation that will give the same pt·otection to agricul
ture as is now afforded to industry and labor ; to the Com
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also (by request), memorial of the Legislature of the State 
of Minnesota, protesting against the continuation of the illegal 
taking of water from the Great Lakes through the Chicago 
Drainage Canal; to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also (by request), memorial of the Legislature of the State 
of Idaho, asking for the speedy enactment of the Gooding bill ; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also (by request), memorial of the Legislature of the State 
of Idaho, asking that a duty of 3 cents per pound be placed 
on peas, instead of the present duty ; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BECK: Memorial of the Legislature of the State of 
Wisconsin, protesting against the illegal taking of water from 
the Great Lakes through the Chicago Drainage Canal ; to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CLAGUE: Memorial of the Legislature of the State 
of Minnesota, protesting to the Congress and the Secretary 
of War of the United States against the continuation of the 
illegal taking of water from the Great Lakes through the Chi
cago Drainage Canal; to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Minnesota, 
petitioning the Congress of the United States to allocate to 
the State of Minnesota a 500-bed tubercular hospital for the 
care of tubercular persons who served in the World War; to 
the Committee on World War Veterans Legislation. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the State of Minnesota, 
petitioning Congress relative to an increase of duties upon 
dairy products and other agricultural products; to the Com• 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 1 of Rule L"{Il, private bills and resolutions 

were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. AYRES: A bill (H. R. 12226) granting an increase 

of pension to Sarah Hiddeson; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. PARKS of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 12227) granting 
a pension to John Jackson; to the Committee on Invalld 
Pensions. 

By Mr. STALKER: A bill (H. R. 12228) granting an in· 
crease of pension to Barbara Smith ; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By 1\Ir. WYANT: A bill (H. R. 12229) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary A. Buttermore ; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensio-ns. 

PETITIONS, ETO. 
Under clause 1 of Rule xxn,·petitions and papers were laid 

on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 
3695. By the SPEAKER (by request): Petition of H. 0. 

Horton, president of New York State League of Savings and 
Loan Associations, favoring an amendment to the McFadden 
banking bill now pending in t'he Senate; to the Committee on 
B.anking and Currency. 

3696. Also (by request), petition of John H. Lisle, New 
York City, indorsing the passage of the game refuge bill; to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

3697. By Mr. FUNK: Petition of 607 citizens of McLean 
County, Ill., urging support of House bill 5934; to the Com· 
mitree on Pensions. · 

3698. By 1\Ir. GAM...IV AN: Petition of the American Legion, 
natiO'llal legislative committee, Washington, D. C., protesting 
against House bill 9629, knO\"\-'ll. as the " reorganization bill u; 
to the Committee on the Civil Service. 

3699. By Mr. HICKEY: Petition of Mrs. J. C. Peter, sr., 
rural route No. 8, box 1, South Bend, Ipd., and others, pro
testing against the Jones Sunday observance bill; to the Com-
mittee. on the District· of Columbia. . 

3700. Also, petition of Mr. P. A. Cowville, 109% North Hill 
Street South Bend, Ind., and others protesting against the Jones 
Sunda'y observance bill; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

370L Also, petition from Mr. H. P. Waldo, 116 West Wayne 
Street, South Bend, Ind., signed by many citizens of South 
Bend Ind., protesting against the Jones Sunday observance 
bill : 'to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

3702. Also, petition protesting against the Jones Sunday ob
servance bill from 1\Ir. A. B. Dilworth and signed by more thaa 
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100 other citizens of South Bend, Ind. ; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

3703. Also, petition signed by 1\Ir. Victor Gilson, 127 Chap
man Street, Elkhart, Ind., and others, protesting against the 
Jones Sunday observance bill; to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

3704. Also, petition signed by Mrs. Ida Hart, 108% West 
Lexington A venue, Elkhart, Ind., and others protesting against 
the Jones Sunday observance bill ; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

3705. By Mr. O'CONNELL of New York: Petition of -the C. P. 
Putnam's Sons, of New York, opposing the proposal to increase 
third-class rates from 1 cent for 2 ounces to Viz cents for 2 
ounces in the Kelly-Moore bill (H. R. 11444) ; to the Committee 
on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

3706. Also, petition of the C. Kenyon Co. (Inc.), of Brooklyn, 
N. Y., opposing the 50 per cent increase in third-class letter 
postag-e in tbe Kelly bill (H. R. 11444) ; to the Committee on 
tbe Post Office and Post Roads. 

3707 . .Also .. petition of the New York State Fish, Game, and 
Forest Leag-ue, favoring the passage of H. -R. 7 45, the migra
tory bird refuge act; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

3708. By Mr. PElA VEY: Petition of Mr. A. W. Nelson and 
others, of Clear Lake, Wis., protesting against passage of the 
proposed compulsory Sunday observance bill for the District 
of Columbia ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

3709. By Mr. SWING: Petition of citizens of Anaheim, Calif., 
protesting against compulsory Sunday observance laws; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

3710. By Mr. WILLIAMS of Michigan : Petition of Orme S. 
Thompson and 180 other residents of Branch and Hillsdale 
C(lunties, Mich., protesting against the passage of Senate bill 
3218, the Sunday observance bill, so called; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

3711. Also, petition of G. D. Cummings and 12 other residents 
of Battle Creek, 1\Iich., protesting against the passage of Senate 
bill 3218, the Sunday observance bill, so called; to the Com
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

3712 . .Also, petition of Mary J. Olmstead and 18 other resi
dents of Ba,ttle Creek, Mich., protesting against the passage of 
Senate bill 3218, the Sunday observance bill, so called; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

SENATE 
TUESDAY, F ebrua:ry 10, 19~5 

(Legi8lative day of T'l.tesday," February 3, 1925) 

The Senate met at 12 o'clock meridian, on the expiration of 
the recess. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Farrell, 
its enrolling clerk, announced that the House has pa~sed the 
bill (S. 2803) to regulate within the District of Columbia the 
sale of milk, cream, and ice cream, and for other purposes, 
with amendments, in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed the 
bill ( S. 3722) to autho.rize the county of Knox, State of Indiana, 
and the county o-f Lawrence, State of Illinois, to construct 
a bridge across the Wabash River at the city of Vincennes, 
Knox County, Ind., with amendments, in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had passed 
a bill (H. R. 12002) to- establish a Board of Public Welfare in 
and for the District of Columbia, to determine its functions, and 
for other purposes, in whi-ch it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
bad affixed his signature to the enrolled hill ( S. 555) for the 
relief of Blattmann & Co., and it was thereupon signed by the 
President pro tempore. 

LEASES GRANTED BY THE SECRETARY OF WAR 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com
m~nicatio? from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in com
pliance with law, a list of leases granted during the calendar 
year 1924, which was referred to the Committee on 1\llilitary 
Affairs. 

PETriTONB AND MEMORIALS 

The P!tESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol
lowing concurrent resolution of the Legislature of South Da
kota, which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry: . · 

A concurrent resolution 
Whereas Congress has through special legislation, in the form of pro

teclhe tariff, protected the product of labor and industry from the com
petition of foreign peoples, and had so saved the American market for 
the products of American labor and American industry, and made pos
sible the American standard of prices, which is far in excess of the 
standard of world markets ; and 

Whereas Congress has through special legislation, known. as restricted 
immigration, protected the American laborer from the disastrous com
petition of foreign peoples, and has so saved the American job for the 
American laborer and made possible the maintenance of the American 
standard of wages ; and 

Whereas the said special classes of legislation hn.ve afforded such 
ample and effective protection to the American laborer and the Ameri
can manufacturer as to, quoting our President in his message to Con
gress, .. enable them to live according to a better standard and receive 
a better rate of compensation than any people any time anywhere on 
earth have ever enjoyed "; 

Whereas the protection so afforded to American labor and American 
manufacturer, supporting for them an American standard of prices for 
their products, has forced upon the American farmer an .dmerican 
standard of vrices for the things he must buy, the taxes he must pay, 
and the labor he must hire ; 

Whereas protective tariffs for agricultural products are almost wholly 
ineffective where the product is produced in excess of demand for home 
consumption ; 

Whereas American agriculture does produce an exportable- snrplus of 
all of the major products of agriculture, and the American farmer 
there-fore finds himself almost wholly unprotected from that disastrous 
competition of foreign peoples ; 

Whereas the American farmer is therefore forced to sell his product 
on the low standard of world prices in ope~ competition with the South 
A.merican Indian, the peon of India, the peasant of Russia~ whose over
head represents the lowest standards of living in the world, and is at 
the same time forced to buy his necessities from a protected market at 
an American standard <1'f prices, bolstered up and sustained behind the 
protective · tariff and restricted 1mmigration walls; 

Whereas this unbalanced condition is chiPfly re·ponsible fOl' the dis
tressed condition of agriculture, a condition which has now continued 
for over four years, and has brought actual bankruptcy upon thousands 
of farmers and upon business enterprises, wholly dependent upon the 
farmers' prosperity, having in countless instances swept away the 
accumulated savings of a lifetl:me; 

Whereas the present better prices of some farm commodities repre
sent only a temporary and local condition, and the fundamental cause 
of the distress has not been removed ; 

Whereas the direct cause of this unbalanced condition was and is tM 
effect of the two protective measures above referred to, in that they 
have protected and made possible the maintenance of the high American 
standard of prices, of the products of American labor and of the Ameri
can manufacturer, which constitute the necessities the farmer must buy, 
while be is afforded no effective protection from foreign competition, 
and therefore must accept the low world standard of prices for the 
things he has to sell ; 

Whereas thii!! condition is unwarranted, unfair, and un-American, 
wherein two of the basic branches of .American industry have and main
tain through the direct effect of legislation an advantage over the third; 

Whereas we believe the protective policy is sound ·in principle and if 
fairly administered destined to greatly increase the public welfare; 

Whereas the farmer is forced, for the preservation of his home and 
his inalienable right to justice as an American citizen-, to demand the. 
abandonmept of the policy or its adaptation to existing conditions: 
Be it 

Resolved by the house of representatives (the senate conout-ring), 
That we respectfully urge that Congress during its present session pass 
and place upon our statute books such legislation as will effectively 
gtve to agriculture tlle same protectiun as is now afforded to industry 
and labor ; and 

Whereas the protective tadff does not protect agricultural products 
became of the exportable surplus, that C0-ngress devise some etrective 
method of segregating the exportable surplus or some means whereby 
the agricultural industry may itself segregate its surplus, to the end 
that the prote<;pQn may be made effective on and that the American 
market be saved' !or the product of the American farmer and an Anwri
can standard of agricultural commodity prices made possible. 

That the secretary of state transmit this memorial to the President 
of the United States, to both Houses of Congress. and to the South 
Dakota Senators and Representatives therein, and to the legislatures 
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